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PREFACE   TO  NEW  EDITION 


Whek  a  book  ha3  reached  its  seventh  edition,  and  has  been  care- 
fully revised  at  each  of  its  reappearances  (the  revision  extending  in 
one  case  to  considerable  remodelling  in  part),  not  only  its  original 
Preface  but  even  such  intermediate  additions  as  may  have  been 
made  to  it  become  more  or  less  obsolete  surplusage.  One  of  these 
latter  in  the  present  case,  the  Prefece^  to  the  remodelled  [Fifth] 
edition,  may  deserve  salvage  as  containing  some  useful  explana- 
tions and  as  an  appendix  to  this,  the  last  commendation  of  the  book 
likely  to  be  made  by  the  author. 

This  Short  History  was  originally  nnderlaken — with  whatever 
rashness  considering  the  magnitude  of  the  task — under  safeguard  at 
least  of  a  well-known  distinction  between  books  written  because  the 
writer  had  read  a  good  deal  concerning  his  subject  and  books  in  order 
to  write  which  he  had  read  something  about  that  subject.  French 
Literature  had  been  a  fovourite  study  of  mine  for  some  twenty 
years  before  I  undertook  even  the  Primer  which  served  as  a  pilot 
boat  to  this :  and,  for  very  much  the  longer  part  of  that  time,  I  had 
had  no  idea  of  treating  the  subject  at  large,  but  had  simply  read  in  it 
'overthwart  and  endlong'  as  Sir  Lancelot  rode.  When,  about  ten 
yeati  before  this  book's  first  appearance,  I  began  lo  write  on  the 
press,  it  was  almost  accident  that  attached  my  name  to  reviews  of 
French  books  in  one  of  the  then  rare  periodicals  which  had  signed 
contributors.  Other  editors  first  accepted  and  then  asked  for  con- 
tributions on  this  subject  from  me:  and  as  I  still  continued  to 
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read  for  my  own  pleasure,  and  as  it  is  impossible  properly  to  '  get 
up'  one  author  without  diverging  into  others,  my  knowledge 
widened.  I  had  luckily  taken  of  my  own  accord  very  early  to  Old 
French  at  the  same  time  that  I  was  reading  intermediate  classics 
and  contemporary  novels  and  poems,  and  in  this  way  escaped, 
I  dare  say  more  by  luck  than  by  merit,  the  one-sided  view  of  the 
literature  which — I  think  I  may  say  it  without  illiberality — some 
French  historians  themselves  have  taken.  At  any  rate  my  read- 
ing, if  at  first  rather  desultory,  had  been  wide,  and  I  had  but 
little  '  piecing '  to  do  when  I  was  successively  asked  to  undertake 
the  survey  of  French  Literature  as  a  whole  in  the  Ninth  Edition 
of  the  Entydopaeiia  Britannica,  in  the  Primer  already  referred  to, 
and  in  this  History  itself. 

I  was  able  therefore  from  the  first  to  write  from  reading  in  almost 
every  case,  and  only  in  a  few  to  read  in  order  that  I  might  write ; 
and  the  book,  I  think,  deserved  the  claim  I  made  for  it  as  un  livre 
4e  bonne  foi.  Good  faith  of  course  does  not  confer,  except  in  some 
very  extreme  cases,  infallibility :  and  I  no  doubt  made  a  good 
many  mistakes  in  fact.  The  utmost  diligence  has  been  used,  in 
the  successive  revisions,  to  correct  these.  There  remained  the 
question  to  what  extMit  there  were  sins  of  omission  or  incomplete- 
ness as  well  as  of  blunder.  Not  many  omissions  I  tliink  have  been 
charged  :  and  I  only  remember  one  (a  note  of  which  I  made,  but  have 
unluckily  mislaid)  that  deserved  to  be  but  is  not  made  good.  The 
problem  of  incompleteness,  slightly  touched  upon  in  the  Preface  to 
the  Fifth  F.dition,  may  raise  its  bead  again.  Where  is  'modern' 
French  Literature  ?  may  be  asked  by  those  who  judge  modernity  by 
decade,  not  to  say  annual,  rules.  It  would  be  a  feeble  reply  that 
the  only  English  History  of  French  Liicrature  which  can  claim 
comparison  with  this,  the  late  ProfessfH'  Dowden's,  though  it'  was 
written  many  years  later  than  this  originally  was,  ceases  at  a  period 
very  much  earlier.  It  is  more  to  the  point  to  state  that,  the  question 
of  extension  having  been  dnly  considered  by  myself  and  by 
the  authorities  of  the  Clarendon  Press,  the  reasons  for  stopping  the 
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story  at  the  close  of  the  nineteenth  century — with  a.  brief  postscript 
on  the  subsequent  work  and  fates  of  M.  Zola  and  of  others  of  the 
more  distinguished  writers  left  alive  at  that  date — seemed  very 
decidedly  to  preponderate.  'They  are  partly  given  in  the  Preface 
referred  to-j  and  nothing  that  has  happened  since  has  weakened 
them.  In  France,  even  more  than  in  England,  it  may  be  s^d,  with- 
out any  discourtesy  to  the  living  writers  of  either,  that  no  group  or 
school  of  marked  genius  and  originality  has  as  yet  established  itself. 

In  making  what,  as  has  been  said  already,  is  likely  to  be  a  final 
revision,  I  have  once  more  endeavoured  not  only  to  correct  errors 
of  fact  but  to  remove  ezpressions  of  what  may  be  called  an 
ephemeral  kind,  such  as  '  recently ',  '  in  progress ',  and  the  like. 
I  hope  to  leave  the  book  as  a  definite  estimate  of  the  great  subject 
concerned,  made  towards  and  at  the  close  of  one  of  its  most  brilliant 
periods,  on  the  basis  of  personal  knowledge  and  direa  judgement, 
not  unassisted  by  acquaintance  with  literatures  other  than  itself.* 
George  Saintsbuky. 

Southamplon, 

Michaelmas,  1916. 

1  On  one  small  p<nnt  the  prcBcnt  edition  is,  I  think,  decidedly  impiovcd,  I  have 
always  felt  that  the  account  of  (he  sevenleeath-cenliuy  romaiiceg  was  almost 
discreditably  secondhand  as  compared  with  the  rest  of  the  book.  I  have  at 
last  been  able  to  sntntilale  a  notice  based  strictly  on  direct  reading.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  have  to  acknowledge  some  valuable  help  from  the  staff  of  the 
Clarendon  Press  in  regard  to  the  notes  on  recent  editions  of  texts. 
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The  fourth  edition  of  this  book  (189a)  was  printed  from  the 
third,  with  corrections,  not  inconsiderable  in  number,  if  individu- 
ally of  no  great  Bignificance ;  but  in  view  of  a  possible  further 
demand  it  seemed,  for  more  reasons  than  one,  desirable  to  recast 
the  book  materially  for  the  nest  issue.  In  the  first  place,  the 
appearance,  also  at  the  Clarendon  Press,  of  Mr.  Toynbee's  Specimens 
of  Old  French,  gave  me  an  opportunity  of  omitting  the  illustrative 
extracts  in  the  first  part  of  the  present  volume,  and  so  gaining 
a  subsUntial  amount  of  space.  These  extracts  had  originally 
been  included  by  me  not  so  much  out  of  predilection  for  them,  as 
because,  in  the  absence  of  any  book  in  which  English  readers  were 
presented  with  anything  of  the  kind,  they  seemed  indispensable. 
But  they  were  something  of  an  anomaly ;  and  I  took  the  first 
opportunity  of  suggesting  to  the  Delegates  of  the  Clarendon  Press 
that,  as  the  need  was  now  elsewhere  and  belter  supplied,  my  own 
makeshift  had  better  go.  I  am  much  obliged  to  them  for  the 
promptitude  with  which  they  at  once  met  my  wishes  as  to  recasting 
the  book. 

There  could  be  little  doubt  on  what  part  of  it  to  bestow  the  space 
saved  by  ths  retrenchment.  No  material  change  in  the  way  of 
expansion  seemed  to  be  required  in  the  Second,  Third,  or  Fourth 
Books.  The  subject-matter  of  these  has  long  been  a  definite  and 
settled  quantity ;  and  though,  as  in  the  case  of  every  previous 
edition,  I  hope  that  the  present  will  shew  marks  of  revision,  it  is  not 
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likely  to  shev  much  substantive  change.  Some  expansion  was 
called  for  in  the  same  Book  fTom  which  these  extracts  have  dis- 
appeuet^  but  not  much.  The  enormous  sbires  of  mediaeval 
literature  are  no  doubt  far  from  being  exhausted  by  research,  and 
still  farther  from  beii^  all  in  a  condition  easily  accessible  to  students 
who  cannot  spend  their  lives  in  libraries.  But  the  ardbor  and  the 
industry  of  the  half-century  from  1830  to  1S80  had  discovered 
most  of  the  principal  things,  and,  though  Old  French  study  is  now 
carried  on  more  widely  and  actively  than  ever,  its '  age  of  discovery ' 
is  mostly  past. 

It  therefore  seemed  that  most  of  the  ^ace  at  disposal  might 
be  bestowed  on  the  last  Book — that  deahng  with  the  nineteenth 
century;  and  there  were  Special  reasons  whjr  this  was  desirable. 
It  had  be'en  freqtiently  objected  (and  I  could  not  but  admit  some 
force  in  the  objection)  that  the  space  allotted  to  this  period — than 
which  certainly  none  has  been  more  fertile,  while  it  may  be 
questioned  whether  any  has  produced  wcnrk  of  greater  value — was 
In  proportion  rather  niggard  Here  again  what  had  been  done  was 
done  rather  of  force  than  of  choice.  It  was  very  desirable  that 
the  book  should  not  exceed  certain  limits ;  and  it  seemed  impossible 
to  curtail  the  space  assigned  to  those  epochs  which  were  finished 
and  judged,  in  favour  of  one  which  was  still,  though  pretty  certainly 
searing  its  end,  in  progress,  fluid,  and  unsettled.  The  fifteen  years 
which  have  passed  »nce  the  first  drafting  of  the  book  have  made 
a  very  great  change  in  this  state  of  things.  The  death  of  Victor 
Hugo  in  1885  began,  and  the  death  of.M.  Renan  in  1891  may 
be  said  to  have  completed,  not  merely  the  end  of  French 
nineteenth-century  literature  in  a  chronological  sense,  but  the  end 
of  it  as  a  school,  as  a  phase,  as  a  division  in  thought  as  well  as  in 
time.  Vi^thout  disrespect  to  M.  Kenan's  survivors  it  may  be  said 
that  on  the  morroir  of  his  death  there  was  no  one  left  in  France 
like  or  second  10  him  as  a  man  of  letters,  while  almost  all  his 
nearest  companions  in  age  or  value — M.  Taine,  M,  Leconte  dc 
Lisle,  M.  Dumas,  fih,  M.  de  Goncourt~-luve  fcdlowed  him  since. 
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At  no  time  since  the  death  of  Diderot  has  France  been  left  so 
much,  to  use  school  language,  '  vidiout  a  sixth  form.'  Nor  was  it 
tneietjr  a  matter  of  individua]  talent  Not  only  had  the  old  ways 
lost  dieir  best  way&rers,  but  they  had  ceased  to  be  trodden,  and 
men  were  wandering  about  in  by-^ths  of  uncertain  experiment 
which  bad  as  yet  ted  to  no  promised  land.  It  was  and  is,  of  course, 
uncertain  what  (he  r^ult  of  this  may  be.  It  may  be  that,  as 
happened  a  hundred  years  ago  ia  England,  the  period  of  pause 
will  change  at  once  and  sharply  into  one  of  new  and  vigorous 
accomplishment.  It  may  be  that,  as  happened  a  hundred  years 
ago  in  France  itself,  nearly  a  whole  generation  will  pass  with 
litde  of  the  first  class  in  individual  production  and  nothing  of  the 
first  class  as  regards  combined  action  and  general  form.  But  the 
past  at  least  is  certain.  When  M.  Renan  received  a  stafe  funeral 
there  was  practically  buried  in  his  grave  the  French  literature  of 
tlie  nineteenth  century,  the  Uleralure  of  which  Chateaubriand  was 
the  herald,  Lamattine  the  first  pioneer.  The  lustory  of  Victor 
Hugo  and  the  men  of  1830,  the  conqulsladores  and  the  triumphant 
expeditionaries,  could  now  be  written,  for  it  was  now  history. 

I  therefore  here  endeavour,  by  adding  the  forty  pages  or  so  saved 
by  the  omissitm  of  the  extracts  (and  also  of  former  prefatory  matter 
(o  the  first,  second,  and  third  editions  of  1883,  1884,  and  1889, 
which,  wbedier  explanatory  or  controversial,  seems  now  superBuoos), 
(0  expand  and  recast  the  Fifth  Book  so  as  to  niake  it  a  hist<»y  of 
French  nineteenth-century  lileratiue  in  all  respects  proportionate 
and  parallel  to  the  lustories  of  former  periods  contained  in  the 
earUer  books. 

I  never  revise  this  Short  History  without  finding  some  mistakes, 
but  i  have  at  least  the  consolation  that  at  every  revisi6n  the  mistakes 
grow  fewer.  And  I  have  been  encouraged  to  be  thus  lavish  of 
laliour  on  the  book,  instead  of  ktting  it  be  reprinted  as  it  stood, 
whenever  there  was  a  demand,  not  merely  by  a  sense  of  duly  to 
my  readers,  biU  by  one  of  gratitude  to  my  critics.  I  was  conscious 
from  the  first  that  an  examination  of  French  literature  by  an 


Preface.  ix 

Englishman,  conducied  without  any  regard  either  to  pet  French 
ortbodoxies  or  to  pet  French  heresies;  was  in  danger  of  seeming 
extremely  presumptuous  to  French  critics ;  and  I  owe  all  the  greater 
thanks  to  M.  Gaston  Paris,  to  M.  Paul  Bourget,  to  M.  fieljame, 
and  to  others,  for  the  generosity  which  they  showed  to  my  work, 
not  merely  when  pointing  out  errors  of  fact,  but  (which  is  still  more 
difficult  for  a  critic)  when  intimating  dissent  of  opinion. 

I  am  afraid  I  could  write  a  severer  criticism  of  the  book  than 
any  that  has  yet  appeared ;  but  1  have  at  least  spared  no  pains 
hitherto,  and  shall  spare  none  so  long  as  I  have  the  opportunity,  to 
make  it  as  complete,  as  accurate,  and  as  original  a  survey  of  the 
subject  as  is  possible  in  the  space  and  scheme'. 

GEORGE  SAINTSBURY. 
Edinsurch,  Stpt.  J,  1897. 


'  I  bave  to  acknowledge  tn  this  edition  some  TDlniBble  taggestioiu  on  the 
Fint  Book  &om  Mr.  Pa|^  Tojobce,  aad  on  Ibe  Second  &om  Mr.  Atthnr 
TOkji 
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CHAPTER   I. 


THE  ORIGINS. 


Op  all  European  literatures  the  French  is,  by  general  consent, 
that  which  possesses  the  most  uniformly  fertile,  brilliant,  and  un- 
broken history.  In  actual  age  it  may  possibly  yield  to  others,  but 
the  connection  between  the  language  of  the  oldest  and  the  lan- 
guage of  the  newest  French  literature  is  far  closer  than  in  these 
other  cases,  and  the  fecundity  of  mediaeval  writers  in  France  far 
exceeds  that  of  their  rivals  elsewhere.  For  something  like  three 
centuries  England,  Germany,  Italy,  and  more  doubtfully  and  to 
a  smaller  extent,  Spain,  were  content  for  the  most  part  to  borrow 
the  matter  and  the  manner  of  their  literary  wofk  from  France. 
This  brilliant  literature  was  however  long  before  it  assumed  a 
regularly  organized  form,  and  in  order  that  it  might  do  so  a  pre- 
vious literature  and  a  previous  language  had  to  be  dissolved  and 
precipitated  anew.  With  a  few  exceptions,  to  be  presently  noticed, 
French  literature  is  not  to  be  found  till  after  the  year  looo,  that  is 
to  say  until  a  greater  lapse  of  time  had  passed  since  Caesar's  cam- 
paigns than  has  passed  from  ihe  later  date  to  the  present  day. 
Taking  the  earliest  of  all  monuments,  the  Strasburg  Oaths,  as  start- 
ing-point, we  may  say  that  French  language  and  French  literature 
were  nine  hundred  years  in  process  of  formation.  The  result 
was  a  remarkable  one  in  linguistic  history.  French  BeUtion 
is  unquestionably  a  daughter  of  Latin,  yet  it  is  not  of  Prenoli 
such  a  daughter  as  Italian  or  Spanish.  A  knowledge  *°  Latin, 
of  the  older  language  would  enable  a  reader  who  knew  no  other 
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to  spell  oiiti  more  or  less  painlully,  the  meaning  of  most  pages 
of  the  two  Peninsular  languages;  it  would  hardly  enable  Iiim  to 
do  more  than  guess  at  the  meaning  of  a  page  of  French.  The 
loag  process  of  gestation  transformed  the  appearance  of  the  new 
tongue  completely,  though  its  grammatical  forms  and  the  bulk 
of  its  vocabulary  are  beyond  all  question  Latin.  The  history  of 
this  process  belongs  to  the  head  of  language,  not  of  literature,  and 
must  be  sought  elsewhere.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  first 
mention  of  a  lingua  romana  rusiica  is  found  in  the  seventh  cen- 
tury, while  allusions  in  Latin  documents  show  us  its  gradual  use 
in  pulpit  and  market-place,  and  even  as  a  vehicle  for  the  rude 
songs  of  the  minstrel,  long  before  any  trace  of  written  French  can 
be  found. 

Meanwhile,  however,  Latin  was  doing  more  than  merely  fur- 
Infloenoe  wishing  the  materials  of  the  new  language.  The  lite- 
of  LaUn  rary  Acuity  of  the  Gauls  was  early  noticed,  and  before 
latenton.  [ijej,.  subjection  had  long  been  completed  they  were 
adepts  at  using  the  langu^e  of  the  conquerors.  It  does  not  fall 
within  our  plan  to  notice  in  detail  the  Latin  literature  of  Gaul 
and  early  France,  but  the  later  varieties  of  that  literature  deserve 
some  little  attention,  because  of  the  influence  which  they  un- 
doubtedly exercised  on  the  literary  forms  of  the  new  language. 
In  early  French'  there  is  little  trace  of  the  influence  of  the  Latin 
forms  which  we  call  classical.  It  was  the  forms  of  the  language 
which  has  been  said  to  have  '  dived  under  ground  with  Naevius 
and  come  up  again  with  Prudentius'  that  really  influenced  the 
youthftil  tongue.  Ecclesiastical  Latin,  and  especially  the  wonder- 
ful melody  of  the  early  I^^atin  hymn-writers,  had  by  fax  the  greatest 
effect  upon  it.  Ingenious  and  not  wholly  groundless  efforts  have 
been  made  to  trace  the  principal  forms  of  early  French  writing  to 
the  services  and  service-books  of  the  church,  the  chronicle  to 
the  sacred  histories,  the  lyric  to  the  psalm  and  the  hymn,  the 
mystery  to  the  elaborate  and  dramatic  ritual  of  the  church.  The 
Chamon  de  Gesle,  indeed,  displays  in  its  matter  and  style  many 
traces  of  Germanic  origin,  but  the  metre  with  its  regular  iambic 
cadence  and  its  rigid  caesura  testilies  to  Latin  influence.  The 
service  thus  performed  to  the  literature  was  not  unlike  the  service 
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perFormed  to  the  language.  In  ihe  one  case  the  scaFToIding,  or 
rather  the  skeleton,  was  furnished  in  the  shape  of  grammar;  in 
the  other  a  similar  skeleton,  in  the  shape  of  prosody,  was  supplied. 
Important  additions  were  indeed  made  by  the  fresh  elements  in- 
troduced. Rhyme  Latin  had  itself  acquired.  But  of  the  musical 
refrains  which  are  among  the  most  charming  fealurea  of  early 
French  lyric  poetry  we  find  no  vestige  in  the  older  tongue. 

The  histoiy  of  the  French  language,  as  far  as  concerns  literature, 
from  the  seventh  to  the  eleventh  century,  can  be  rapidly  given. 
The  earliest  mention  of  the  Romance  tongue  as  dis-  Barly  Honu- 
tinguished  from  Latin  and  from  German  dialect  refers  msnti. 
to  659,  and  occurs  in  the  life  of  5t,  MummoUnus  or  Momolenus, 
bishop  of  Noyon,  who  was  chosen  for  that  office  because  of  his 
knowledge  of  the  two  languages,  Teutonic  and  Romanic '.  We  may 
therefore  assume  that  MummoUnus  preached  in  the  lingua  Romana. 
To  the  same  century  is  referred  the  song  of  St.  Faron,  bishop  of 
Meaux',  but  this  only  exists  in  Latin,  and  a  Romance  original  is 
inferred  rather  than  proved.  In  the  eighth  century  the  Romance 
eloquence  of  St  Adalbert  is  commended',  and  to  the  same  period 
are  referred  the  glossaries  of  Reichenau  and  Cassel,  lists  contain- 
ing in  the  first  case  Latin  and  Romance  equivalents,  in  the  second 
Teutonic  and  Romance*.  By  the  beginning  of  the  ninth  century 
it  was  compulsory  for  bishops  to  preach  in  Romance,  and  to 
translate  such  Latin  homilies  as  they  read';  and  to  this  same  era 
has  been  referred  a  fragmentary  commentary  on  the   Book  of 

'  'Fam*  bonomm  openim,  quia  praevalebat  noa  tantum  in  TeutonEca  sed  in 
Romana  lingaa,  Lotharii  regis  ai  aures  usqae  perveniente,'  aays  his  life.  The 
cluoiiicter  Sigebert  con^rmi  the  statement  that  he  was  made  hishop  'quod 
Romaimm  nun  minus  quam  Tentonicam  calleret  linguam.'  Lingua  Latina  aai 
Lirtgua  Jtumana  are  from  this  time  distinguished. 

'  The  Latin  form  of  the  song  is  given  by  Helgaire,  Bishop  of  Meaui,  who 
mote  a  life  of  St.  Faron,  bis  predecessor,  towards  the  end  of  the  ninth  ceDtury. 
Helgaiie  uses  the  worda  '  JHita  raslicitatem,'  '  cannen  msticum  ;'  and  Lingua 
Rtisli^a  is  nsoally  if  not  aniTersally  synonymoas  with  Lingua  Romana. 

•  '  Si   Tnlgari  id   est   romana  UnEna  loqneretur  omnium   aliorum  putare* 

<  The  Rachenau  Glossary  is  at  Carlsruhe.  It  was  published  in  lS6,;  by 
Holumann.  The  Cassel  Glossary,  which  came  from  Fnlda,  was  putdished  in 
the  last  ceittnry  (1719I. 

'  Oideted  by  Ihe  Councils  of  Tours,  Rhelma,  and  Aries  (813-851). 
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Jonah',  included  in  the  latest  collection  of  'Monuments'.'  In 
843  we  have  the  Strasburg  Oaths,  celebrated  alike  in  French 
history  and  French  literature.  The  text  of  the  MS.  of  Nithard 
which  contains  them  is  of  the  tenth  century. 

We  now  come  to  documents  less  shapeless.  The  tenth'  century 
itself  gives  us  the  song  of  St.  Eulalie,  a  poem  on  the  Passion,  a 
life  of  Sl  Leger,  and  perhaps  a  poem  on  Boethius.  These  four 
documents  arc  of  the  highest  interest.  Not  merely  has  the  lan- 
guage assumed  a  tolerably  regular  form,  hut  its  great  division  into 
Langue  d'Oc  and  Langue  d'Oil  is  already  made,  and  grammar, 
prosody,  and  other  necessities  or  ornaments  of  bookwriting,  are 
present.  Moreover,  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the  interval  between 
the  first  and  the  others  is  of  very  considerable  width.  This  interval 
probably  represents  a  century  of  active  change,  and  of  this,  unfor- 
tunately, we  have  no  monuments  to  mark  progress  with  accuracy. 

Les  Sbkubhts  dr  Strasbouec  db  S41. 

Fro  Sea  ■mm  et  pro  christian  poblo  et  Dostra  commun  salvament,  d'ist  dl  in 
Bvant,  in  quant  deni  savir  el  podir  me  dunat,  li  salvarai  eo  cist  meon  frodte 
Kailo  et  in  aindba  et  in  cadhuni  cosa,  d  com  om  per  dieit  vm  fradra  (alvar 
dist,  in  o  quid  il  mi  altieii  iazet,  et  ab  Ludhei  duI  plaid  nunqna  priadrai,  qui 
meon  vol  dlt  ineon  fradre  Katie  in  danmo  Bit. 

SI  LodhnvigB  uerament,  quse  son  fradre  Kailo  jamt,  coDserval,  et  Karlus 
neo*  leadra  de  sua  pait  nun  los  tanit.  si  io  relDtnar  nun  Tint  pois,  ne  io 
ne  nSuls,  cni  eo  retunai  iat  pois,  in  nulla  atudlia  contra  Lodhuwig  nim  li 

Cantil^ke  de  Saints  Eulauo. 

Bnona  pnlcclla  fut  Eulalia, 

bel  BUret  caips,  beUezour  anima. 

Voldrent  la  veintre  li  deo  inimi, 
Toldrent  la  faire  dlaule  cervii. 

Elle  Don  eskoltel  les  mnU  consellien, 
qu'elle  deo  nmeiet,  cbi  maent  bus  en  del, 

Ne  por  or  ned  argent  ne  paiament, 
por  manatee  tegiel  ne  pieiemeDt. 

'  In  Ibe  Library  at  Valenciennes. 

•  Lesflia  anciim  Mvnvmtnli  dt  la  Langue  Fratifaise.     Paris,  1875, 
'  The  Oaths  and  the  Ealalia  poem  (which  some  date  from  the  end  of  the 
ninth  century),  as  the  first  extant  specimens  of  French  prose  and  verse  respec- 
tively, must  be  saved  from  the  exclusion  here  pionounced  on  the  extracts  which 
AppMred  in  the  earlier  editions  of  this  book. 
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Nlule  cose  nan  la  ponret  omqae  pleier, 
ta  polle  semprc  noa  amasC  lo  deo  menestier. 

E  poro  fut  presented  e  Msximiien, 
chi  rei  ciet  a  ceU  dis  sovre  pagiena. 

El  li  enortet,  dont  lei  noaque  chielt 
qaed  elle  fiiiet  lo  nom  chiistiien. 

Ell'  eiit  adunet  lo  suoq  element, 
meli  aoslendreiet  les  empedementi, 

Qa'elle  perdesse  sa  vii^initet: 
poros  furet  moTte  a  grand  hoaeslet. 

Enz  enl  fou  la  getlerent,  com  arde  tost, 
elle  colpes  noa  auret,  poro  nos  cotst. 

A  ezo  nos  voldret  coDcreidre  li  rei  pagicDS ; 
ad  uae  spede  li  roveret  tolii  lo  chief. 

La  domnizelle  celle  kose  non  contredist, 
volt  to  senle  lazsier,  si  ruovet  Krist. 

In  ligiire  de  colomb  vokt  a  ciel. 
tnit  orem,  que  poi  nos  degnet  preier, 

Qued  anuisset  de  nos  CbrJstus  merdt 
post  la  mort  et  a  lai  noa  laist  vealr 

Par  Eonue  dementia. 

Considering  the  great  extent  and  the  political  divisions  of  the 
country  called  France,  k  is  not  surprising  that  the  language  which 
was  so  slowly  fonned  should  have  shown  considerable  dialectic  varia- 
tions. The  characteristics  of  these  dialects,  Norman,  siaioot*  uid 
Picard,  Walloon,  Champeiwis,  Angevin,  and  so  forth,  ProTinoi*! 
have  been  much  debated  by  philologists.  But  it  so  Lit«»t>»"»- 
happens  that  the  different  provinces  displayed  considerable  literary 
idiosyncrasy,  which  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  dispute.  Hardly  a  district 
of  France  but  contributed  something  special  to  her  wide  and  varied 
literature.  The  South,  though  its  direct  influence  was  not  great, 
undoubtedly  set  the  example  of  attention  to  lyrical  form  and  cadence. 
Britanny  contributed  the  woniierfully  suggestive  Arthurian  legends,  "" 
and  the  peculiar  music  and  style  of  the  lai.  The  border  districts  of 
Flanders  seem  10  deserve  the  credit  of  originating  the  great  beast- 
epic  of  Reynard  the  Fox ;  Picardy,  Eastern  Normandy,  and  tlie  Isle 
of  France  were  peculiarly  rich  in  l\x/abk'au ;  Champagne  was  the 
special  home  of  the  lighter  lyric  poetry,  while  almost  all  northern 
France  had  a  share  in  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  many  districts,  such 
as  Lorraine  and  the  Cambr^sis,  having  a  special  geste  of  their-  own. 

It   is  however  with  the   eleventh   century  that   the  history  of 
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French  Uteralnre  properly  bo  called  begins.  We  have  Indeed  few 
Romance  manuscripts  so  early  as  this,  the  date  of  most  of  them 
BoEbmlng  of  "o'  being  earlier  than  ihe  twelfth,  But  by  the  eleventh 
Zilwranin  century  not  merely  were  laws  written  in  French 
piop«i.  (charters  and  other  fonnal  documents  were  somewhat 
later),  not  merely  were  sermons  constantly  composed  and  preached 
in  that  tongue,  but  also  works  of  definite  literature  were  produced 
in  it  The  Chanson  4t  Roland  is  our  only  instance  of  its  epic 
literature,  but  is  not  likely  to  have  stood  alone :  the  mystery  of  The 
Ten  Virgins,  a  medley  of  French  and  Latin,  has  been  (hut  perhaps 
falsely)  ascribed  to  the  same  date ;  and  lyric  poetry,  even  putting 
aside  the  obscure  and  doubtful  CantiUnes,  was  certainly  indulged 
in  to  a  considerable  extent.  From  this  date  it  is  therefore  possible 
to  abandon  generalities,  and  taking  the  successive  forms  and  de- 
velopments of  literature,  to  deal  with  them  in  detail. 

Before  however  we  attempt  a  systematic  account  of  French 
literature  as  it  has  been  actually  handed  down  to  us,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  deal  very  briefly  with  two  questions,  one  of  which  concerns 
the  antecedence  of  possible  ballad  literature  to  the  existing  Chan- 
sons de  Gestes,  the  other  the  machinery  of  diffusion  to  which 
this  and  all  the  early  historical  developments  of  the  written  French 
language  owed  much.  . 

It  has  been  held  by  many  scholars,  whose  opinions  deserve 
respect,  that  an  extensive  literature  of  CantilmoM^, 
or  short  historical  ballads,  preceded  the  lengthy  epics 
which  we  now  possess,  and  was  to  a  certain  extent  worked  up  in 
these  compositions.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  say  that  this  depends 
in  part  upon  a  much  larger  question — the  question,  namely,  of  the 
general  origins  of  epic  poetry.  There  are  indeed  certain  references* 
to  Uiese  Cantilenae  upon  which  the  theories  alluded  to  have  been 
built.  But  the  Cantilenae  themselves  have,  as  one  of  the  best 
of  French  literary  historians,  the  late  M.  Paulin  Paris,  remarks  of 
another  debated  product,  the  Provenfal  epic,  only  one  defect,  '  le 

'  The  subject  of  Ihe  Cantilenae  is  discussed  at  great  leDgth  by  M.  lAoa 
Gaulier,  Lit  Epepfes  Franfoists,  Ed.  I,  vol.  i.  caps.  8-13.    Paris,  1878. 

'  These,  which  are  for  the  most  part  very  vague  and  not  very  early,  will  be 
found  fully  quoted  and  ditcDssed  in  Gantier,  1.  a 
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d^laut  d'etre  perdu,'  and  investigation  on  the  subject  is  therefwe 
more  curious  than  piofitable.  No  remnant  of  them  survives  save 
the  already-mentioned  Latin  prose  canticle  of  St  Faron,  in  wluch 
vestiges  of  a  French  and  versified  original  are  thought  to  be 
visible,  and  the  ballad  of  Saucourt,  a  rough  song  in  a  Teutonic 
dialect*.  In  default  of  direct  evidence  it  has  been  sought  to 
found  an  argument  on  the  constant  transitions,  repetitions,  and 
other  peculiarities  of  the  Chansons,  some  of  which  (and  especially 
Roland,  the  most  famous  of  all)  present  traces  of  repeated  hand- 
lings of  the  same  subject,  such  as  might  be  expected  in  work 
which  was  merely  that  of  a  diaskeuast*  of  existing  lays. 

It  is  however  probable  that  the  explanation  of  this  phenomenon 
need  not  be  sought  further  than  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
composition  smd  publication  of  these  poems,  circumstances  which 
also  had  a  very  considerable  influence  on  the  whole  course  and 
character  of  early  French  literature.  We  know  nothing  of  the  rise 
or  origin  of  the  two  classes  of  Trouveurt  a.nA  Jongleurs,  xttrnv^iaa 
The  former  (which  it  is  needless  to  say  is  the  same  aad 
word  as  Troubadour,  and  Trobador,  and  Trovalore)  J'oiwl*n". 
is  the  term  for  the  composing  class,  the  latter  for  the  performing 
one.  But  the  separation  was  not  sharp  or  absolute,  and  there  are 
abundant  instances  of  Trouvbres*  who  performed  their  own  works, 
and  of  Jongleurs  who  aspired  to  the  glories  if  not  of  original 
authorship,  at  any  rate  of  alteration  and  revision  of  the  legends 
they  sang  or  recited.  The  natural  consequence  of  this  irregular 
form  of  publication  was  a  good  deal  of  repetition  in  the  works 
published.  Different  versions  of  the  legends  easily  enough  got 
mixed  together  by  the  copyist,  who  it  must  be  remembered  was 
frequenUy  a  mere  mechanical  reproducer,  and  neither  Trouvfere 
nor  Jongleur;  nor  should  it  be  forgotten  that,  so  long  as  recitation 
was  general,  repetitions  of  this  kind  were  almost  inevitable  as  a  rest 

>  Published  by  Hoffmann  von  F&UersIebCD  (1837). 

'  This  word  (  =  arranger  or  putter-iD-oidei)  ii  familial  in  Homehcdiscasaion, 
and  therefore  seeint  sppiopriate.  M.  Gaston  Puis  ipe&lci  with  apparent  coo- 
lidence  of  the  pce-eiiating  t/umts,  and,  in  matter  of  anthori^,  no  ooe  ipMki 
with  more  than  he :  but  it  can  hardly  be  said  that  thcie  i*  pTOof  Of  tlw  ttet- 

'  The  older  and  in  this  case  more  usnal  form. 
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to  the  reciter's  memory,  and  were  scarcely  likely  to  attract  unfavour- 
able remark  or  criticism  from  the  audience.  We  may  therefore 
conclude,  without  entering  further  into  the  detwls  of  a  debate 
unsuitable  to  the  plan  of  this  history,  that,  while  but  scanty  evi- 
dence has  been  shown  of  the  existence  previous  to  the  Chansons 
de  Geslts  of  a  ballad  literature  identical  in  subject  with  those  com- 
positions, at  the  same  time  the  existence  of  such  a  literature  is 
neither  impossible  nor  improbable.  It  is  otherwise  with  the  hypo- 
thesis of  the  existence  of  prose  chronicles,  from  which  the  early 
epics  (and  Roland  in  particular)  are  also  held  to  have  derived 
their  origin.  But  this  subject  will  be  better  handled  when  we 
come  to  treat  of  the  beginnings  of  French  prose.  For  the  present 
it  is  sufQcient  to  say  that,  with  the  esceplion  of  the  scattered 
fragments  already  commented  upon,  there  is  no  department  of 
French  literature  before  the  eleventh  century  and  the  Chanscms  de 
Gates,  which  possesses  historical  existence  proved  by  actual  monu- 
ments, and  thus  demands  or  deserves  treatment  here'. 

1  la  some  recent  writing,  as  for  instance  in  the  collection  of  monogroplis 
which  appeared  under  the  general  editorship  of  M.  Petit  de  JuUeville  under 
the  title  of  HislBiri  de  la  Langui  el  de  la  LUliralure  FraKfaise  (8  vols., 
Paris:  Colip,  1896-1897),  great  importance  is  attached  to  the  f«il>5ai>i/^AtJTj. 
This  is  a  poem,  apparenlly  of  the  second  half  of  the  eleventh  century,  in  615 
assonanced  decasyllabics,  which  sre  arranged,  not  like  the  Chansons  in  iiregnlur 
laUsii,h\H  ia  live-lined  Btanias  (ed.  G.  Paris  and  L.  Pannier,  1873-1887).  It  is 
interesting  from  its  combinalion  of  apparently  certain  carliness  with  an  at  least 
relative  accompli shment  of  form,  and  has  some  striking  phrases.  But  to  use 
a  phrase  of  its  own  perdudt  at  son  color, '  it  has  lost  its  colour,'  in  comparison 
with  Jioland — its  elder  probably  in  leality,  and  but  a  very  few  years  its  junior 
in  actual  form. 
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CHAPTER   II. 

THE  CHAMSONS   DE  GESTES. 

The  Mrliest  form  which  finished  literature  took  in  France  was 
that  of  epic  or  narrative  poetry.  Towards  the  middle  of  the 
eleventh  century  certainly,  and  probably  some  half-century  earlier, 
poems  of  regular  construction  and  considerable  length  began  to 
be  written.  These  are  the  Chansons  de  Gistes,  so  called  from  their 
dealing  with  the  Gtslts ',  or  heroic  families  of  legendary  or  his- 
torical France.  It  is  remarkable  that  this  class  of  composition, 
notwithstanding  its  age,  its  merits,  and  the  abundant  examples  of  it 
which  have  been  preserved,  was  one  of  the  latest  to  receive  recogni- 
tion in  modern  times.  The  matter  of  many  of  the  Chansons,  under 
their  later  form  of  verse  or  prose  romances  of  chivalry,  was  indeed 
more  or  less  known  in  the  eighteenth  century.  But  an  appre- 
ciation of  their  real  age,  value,  and  interest  has  been  the  reward 
of  the  literary  investigations  of  our  own  time.  It  was  not  till 
1837  that  the  oldest  and  the  most  remarkable  of  them  was 
first  edited  from  the  manuscript  found  in  the  Bodleian  Library'. 
Since  that  time  investigation  has  been  constant  and  fruitful,  and 

'  Gltta  or  GesU  has  three  senses ;  (a)  the  deeds  of  a  hero ;  (*)  the  chnmicU 
of  those  deeds;  and  (it)  the  family  which  that  chronicle  illustrates.  The  three 
cbnfgaia  are  those  of  the  King,  of  Doon  de  Mayence,  and  of  Garin  de  Monl- 
gbuie.  Each  of  these  is  composed  of  man)' poems.  The  '  peCites  gestes '  Include 
onl;  a  few  Chansons.     Most  writers  now  nse  the  fomi  '  ChanBOiu  de  G«ste.' 

'  La  Ckamon  dt  Relattd,  ed.  Fr,  Michel,  Paiia,  1837.  The  MS.  is  in  the 
Bodleian  Library  (Digby  83).  Another,  of  mnch  later  date  in  point  of  writing 
but  representing  the  same  text,  exists  at  Venice.  Of  later  versions  there  are 
six  manuscripts  extant.  Tlie  Chanson  de  Roland  has  since  \is.editio  primepi 
been  repeatedly  re^ediled.  translated,  and  commented.  The  most  exact  edition 
is  that  of  Prof.  Stengel,  Heilbronn,  1878,  who  ha?  given  the  Bddleian  Mannscript 
both  in  print  and  in  photographic  facsimile.  The  best  for  general  um  is  that 
of  Leon  Gantiec  (seventh  edition),  18J7. 
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there  are  now  more  than  one  hundred  of  these  interesting  poems 
known. 
The  origin  and  sources  of  the  Chatuoru  de  Gesies  have  been 
Origin  of  ™^  *  matter  of  much  controversy.  We  have 
OiiuiMna  da  ah^adj  Been  how,  from  the  testimony  of  historians 
Qestei.  and  the  existence  of  a  few  fragments,  it  appears  that 
rude  lays  or  ballads  in  the  different  vernacular  tongues  of  the 
country  were  composed  and  sung,  if  not  written  down,  at  very 
early  dates.  According  to  one  theory,  we  are  to  look  for  the 
origin  of  the  long  and  regular  epics  of  the  eleventh  and  subse- 
quent centuries  in  these  rude  compositions,  first  produced  inde- 
pendently, then  strung  together,  and  lastly  subjected  to  some 
process  of  editing  and  union.  It  has  beeu  sought  to  find  proof 
of  this  in  the  frequent  repetitions  which  take  place  in  the  Chansons, 
and  which  sometimes  amount  to  the  telling  of  the  same  incident 
over  and  over  again  in  slightly  varying  words.  Others  have  seen  in 
this  peculiarity  only  a  result  of  improvisation  in  Che  first  place,  and 
unskilful  or  at  least  uncritical  copying  in  the  second.  This,  however, 
is  a  question  rather  interesting  than  important.  What  is  certain  is 
that  no  literary  source  of  the  Chansons  is  now  actually  in  existence, 
and  that  we  have  no  authentic  information  as  to  any  such  originals.  - 
At  a  certain  period — approximately  given  above — the  fasliion  of 
narrative  poems  on  the  great  scale  seems  to  have  arisen  in  France. 
It  spread  rapidly,  and  was  eagerly  copied  by  other  nations. 
The  definition  of  a  Chanson  de  GesU  is  as  follows.  It  is 
Dafiniu  *  narrative  poem,  dealing  with  a  subject  connected 
with  French  history,  written  in  verses  of  ten  or  twelve 
syllables,  which  verses  are  arranged  in  stanzas  of  arbitrary  length, 
each  stanza  possessing  a  distinguishing  assonance  or  rhyme  in 
the  last  syllable  of  each  line.  The  assonance,  which  is  characteristic 
of  the  earlier  Chansons,  is  an  imperfect  rhyme,  in  which  identity 
of  vowel  sound  is  all  that  is  necessary.  Thus  traitor,  felon,  com- 
paingnota,  manons,  nog,  the  first,  fourth,  and  fifth  of  which  have  no 
character  of  rhyme  whatever  in  modem  poetry,  are  sufficient 
terminations  for  an  assonanced  poem,  because  the  last  vowel  sound, 
o,  is  identical.  There  is  moreover  in  this  versification  a  regular 
caesura,  sometimes  after  the   fourth,  sometimes  after  the  sixth 
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syllable;  and  in  a  few  of  the  older  examples  the  stanzas,  or  as 
thej  are  sometimes  called  laisses,  terminate  in  a  shoiter  line  than 
usnal,  which  is  not  assonanced.  This  metrical  system,  it  will  be 
observed,  is  of  a  fairly  elaborate  character,  a  character  which  has 
been  used  as  an  argument  by  those  who  insist  on  the  existence  cS 
a  body  of  ballad  literature  anterior  to  the  Chansons.  We  shall 
see  in  the  following  chapters  how  this  double  definition  of  a 
Chanson  dt  Gate,  by  matter  and  by  form,  serves  to  exclude  from 
the  title  other  important  and  interesting  classes  of  composidons 
slightly  later  in  date. 

The  period  of  composition  of  these  poems  extended,  speaking 
roughly,  over  three  centuries.  In  the  eleventh  they  Fariod  of 
began,  but  the  beginnings  are  represented  only  by  OompoilUon. 
Roland,  the  Voyage  de  Charlemagne,  and  perhaps  Le  Hoi  Louis. 
Moat  and  nearly  all  the  best  date  from  the  twelfth.  The 
thirteenth  century  also  produces  them  in  great  numbers,  but 
by  this  time  a  sensible  change  has  come  over  their  manner, 
and  after  the  beginning  of  the  fourteenth  only  a  few  pieces 
deserving  the  title  are  written.  They  then  undergo  transfor- 
mation rather  than  neglect,  and  we  shall  meet  them  at  a  later 
period  in  other  forms.  Before  dealing  with  other  general  cha- 
racteristics of  the  early  epics  of  France  it  will  be  well  to  give 
some  notion  of  them  by  actual  selection  and  narrative.  For  this 
purpose  we  shall  take  two  Chansons,  typical  of  two  out  of  the 
three  stages  through  which  they  passed.  Roland  will  serve  as 
a  sample  of  the  earliest.  Amis  el  Amiks  of  the  second.  Of  the 
third,  as  less  characteristic  in  itself  and  less  marked  by'uniform 
features,  it  will  be  sufficient  to  give  some  account  when  we  come 
to  the  compodtions  which  chiefly  in  Silenced  it,  namely  the 
romances  of  Arthur  and  of  antiquity. 

The  Chanson  de  Roland,  the  most  ancient  and  characteristic  of 
these  poems,  though  extremely  popular  in  the  middle  Ohanson  da 
ages',  passed  with  them  into  olracurity.    The  earliest     Boimd. 
allusion  to  the  Ojclbrd  MS.,  which  alone  represents  its  earliest  form, 

'  Wacc  (Roman  de  Ron,  iii.SojSAndresea)  spnks  of  the  Nonnan  Taillefer 
■s  nngiiig  at  Hastings  '  Ds  Korlemaigne  eC  d«  Rollant.'  It  faaa  been  longhC, 
but  peihapi  fancifully,  to  identifi'  thii  tong  with  tbe  exitting  chamon. 
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was  made  by  Tyrwhitt  of  Chaucerian  fame.  Conybeare  afterwards 
dealt  with  it  in  the  Gentleman's  Magazine  of  1S17,  and  by  degrees 
the  reviving  interest  of  France  in  her  older  Uterature  attracted 
French  scholars  to  this  most  important  monument  of  the  oldest 
French.  It  was  first  published  as  a  whole  by  M.  F.  Michel  in 
1837,  and  since  that  time  it  has  been  the  subject  of  a  very 
great  amount  of  study.  Its  length  is  4001  decasyllabic  lines, 
and  it  concludes  with  an  obscure  assertion  of  authorship,  pub- 
lication or  transcription  by  a  certain  Turoldus'.  The  date  of 
the  Oxford  MS.  is  probably  the  middle  of  the  twelfth  century, 
but  its  text  is  attributed  by  the  best  authorities  to  the  end  of 
the  eleventh.  There  are  other  MSS.,  but  they  are  all  either 
mutilated  or  of  much  later  date.  The  argument  of  the  poem  is  as 
follows : — 

Charlemagne  has  warred  seven  years  in  Spain,  but  king  Marsile 
of  Saragossa  still  resists  the  Christian  conqueror.  Unable  however 
to  meet  Charlemagne  in  the  field,  he  sends  an  embassy  with 
presents  and  a  feigned  submission,  requesting  that  prince  tc 
return  to  France,  whither  he  will  follow  him  and  do  homage. 
Roland  opposes  the  reception  of  these  offers,  Ganelon  speaks  in 
their  favour,  and  so  does  Duke  Naimes. .  Then  the  question  is 
who  shall  go  to  Saragossa  to  settle  the  terms.  Roland  oETers  to  go 
himself,  but  being  rejected  as  too  impetuous,  suggests  Ganelon — 
a  suggestion  which  bitterly  annoys  that  knight,  and  by  irritating 
him  ag^nst  Roland  sows  the  seeds  of  his  future  treachery. 
Ganelon  goes  to  Marsile,  and  at  first  bears  himself  truthfully  and 
gallantly.  The  heathen  king  however  undermines  his  faith,  and 
a  treacherous  assault  on  the  French  rearguard  when  Charlemagne 
shall  be  too  far  off  to  succour  it  is  resolved  on  and  planned.  Then 
the  traitor  returns  to  Charles  with  hostages  and  mighty  gifts.  The 
return  to  France  begins;  Roland  is  stationed,  to  his  great  wrath,  in 
the  fatal  place,  the  rest  of  the  army  marches  through  the  Pyrenees, 
and  meanwhile  Marsile  gathers  an  enormous  host  to  fall  upon  the 
isolated  rearguard.  There  is  a  long  catalogue  of  the  felon  and 
miscreant  knights  and  princes  that  follow  the  Spanish  king.     The 

'  '  Ci  fait  la  geste  qne  Turoldus  declinet.'  The  sense  of  the  word  declinet  ii 
qoite  uncertain,  and  the  attempts  made  to  identify  Turoldus  are  futile. 


ch.  II.]  The  Chansons  de  Gestes.  13 

pagan  host,  travelling  by  cross  paths  of  the  mountains,  soon  reaches 
and  suiTounds  Roland  and  the  peers.  Oliver  entreats  Roland  to 
sound  his  horn  that  Charles  may  hear  it  and  come  to  the  rescue,  but 
the  eager  and  inflexible  hero  refuses.  Archbishop  Turpin  blesses  the 
doomed  host,  and  bids  them  as  the  price  of  his  absolution  strike 
hard.  The  battle  begins  and  all  its  incidents  are  told.  The  French 
kill  thousands,  but  thousands  more  succeed.  Peer  after  peer  falls, 
and  when  at  last  Roland  blows  the  horn  it  is  too  late.  Charlemagne 
hears  it  and  turns  back  in  an  agony  of  sorrow  and  haste.  But  long 
before  he  reaches  Roncevaux  Roland  has  died  last  of  his  host,  and 
alone,  for  all  the  Pagans  have  fallen  or  fled  before  him. 

The  arrival  of  Charlemagne,  his  grief,  and  his  vengeance  on  the 
Pagans,  should  perhaps  conclude  the  poem.  There  is,  however,  a 
sort  of  afterpiece,  in  which  the  traitor  Ganelon  is  tried,  his  fate  being 
decided  by  a  single  combat  between  his  kinsman  Finabel  and  a  cham- 
pion named  Thierry,  and  is  ruthlessly  put  to  death  with  all  his  clans- 
men who  have  stood  surety  for  him.  Episodes  properly  so  called 
the  poem  has  none,  though  the  character  of  Oliver  is  finely  brought 
out  as  contrasted  with  Roland's'  somewhat  unreasoning  valour,  and 
there  is  one  touching  incident  when  the  poet  tells  how  the  Lady  Aude, 
Oliver's  sister  and  Roland's  betrothed,  falls  dead  without  a  word 
when  the  king  tells  her  of  the  &tal  fight  at  Roncevaux.  It  may  be 
noticed  that  there  occurs  at  irregular  intervals  throughout  the  poem 
a  curious  refrain,  Aoi.  This  has  puzzled  all  commentators,  though 
in  calling  it  a  refrain  we  have  given  the  most  probable  explanation. 

As  Roland  is  by  far  the  most  interesting  of  those  Chansons  which 
describe  the  wars  with  the  Saracens,  so  Amis  el  Amiles^  may  be 
taken  as  representing  those  where  the  interest  is  mainly 
domestic  Amis  eiAmiUs  is  the  earliest  vernacular  fonn 
of  a  story  which  attained  e^raordinary  popularity  in  the  middle  ages, 
being  found  in  every  language  and  in  most  literary  forms,  prose 
and  verse,  narrative  and  dramatic.  This  popularity  may  partly  be 
assigned  to  the  religious  and  marvellous  elements  which  it  contains, 
but  is  due  also  to  the  intrinsic  merits  of  the  story.  The  Chanson 
contains  3500  lines,  dates  probably  from  the  twelfth  century,  and 
is  written,  like  Roland,  in  decasyllabic  verse,  but,  imlike  Roland,  has 
'  Amii  et  Amiksi  ed.  Hoffmann.     EilwigcD,  1351. 
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.  a  shorter  line  of  six  syllables  and  not  assonanced  at  the  end  of 
each  stanza.    Its  story  is  as  follows : — 

Amis  and  Amiles  vere  two  noble  knights,  bom  and  baptized  on  the 
same  day,  who  had  the  Pope  for  sponsor,  and  whose  comradeship  was 
specially  sanctioned  by  a  divine  message,  and  by  the  miraculous  like- 
ness which  existed  between  them.  They  were  however  brought  up, 
the  one  in  Bern,  the  other  in  Auvergne,  and  did  not  meet  till  both 
had  received  knighthood.  As  soon  as  they  had  joined  company,  they 
resolved  to  offer  their  services  to  Charles,  and  did  faim  great  service 
against  rebels.  Here  the  action  proper  begins.  The  friends  arouse 
the  jealousy  of  Hardr^,  a  felon  knight,  of  Ganelon's  lineage  and  like- 
ness. Hardr^  engages  Gombaud  of  Lorraine,  an  enemy  of  the 
Emperor,  to  atUck  the  two  friends;  but  the  treason  does  not 
succeed,  and  the  traitor,  to  escape  unpleasant  enquiries,  recommends 
Charles  to  bestow  his  own  niece  Lubias  on  Amiles.  The  laiter 
declares  that  Amis  deserves  her  better,  and  to  Amis  she  is  married, 
bearing  however  no  good-will  to  Amiles  for  his  resignation  of  her 
and  for  his  firm  hold  on  her  husband's  affection.  Meanwhile,  the 
daughter  of  Charles,  Bellicent,  conceives  a  violent  passion  for  Amiles, 
and  the  traitor  Hardr^  unfortunately  becomes  aware  of  the  matter. 
He  at  once  accuses  Amiles  of  treason,  and  the  knight  is  too  con- 
scious of  the  dubiousness  of  his  cause  to  be  very  willing  to  accept 
the  wager  of  battle.  From  this  difficulty  he  is  saved  by  Amis,  who 
comes  to  Paris  from  his  distant  seignory  of  Blaivies  (Blaye),  and 
fights  the  l)attle  in  the  name  and  armour  of  his  friend,  while  the  latter 
goes  to  Blaye  and  plays  the  part  of  his  preserver.  Both  ventures  are 
made  easier  by  the  extraordinary  resemblance  of  the  pair.  Amis  is 
successful ;  he  slays  Hardr^  and  then  has  no  little  difficulty  in  saving 
himself  from  a  forced  marriage  with  Bellicent.  This  embroglio  is 
smoothed  out,  and  Amiles  and  fidlicent  are  happily  united.  The 
generous  Amis  however  has  not  been  able  to  avoid  forswearing  him- 
self while  playing  the  part  of  Amiles;  and  this  sin  is  punished,  accord- 
ing to  a  divine  warning,  by  an  attack  of  leprosy.  His  wife  Lubias 
seizes  the  opportunity,  procures  a  separation  from  him,  and  almost 
starves  him,  or  would  do  so  but  for  two  &ithful  servants  and  his  little 
son.  At  last  a  means  of  cSre  is  revealed  to  him.  If  Amiles  and 
Bellicent  will  allow  their  two  sons  to  ba  slam  the  blood  will  recover 
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Amis  of  his  leprosy.  Amiles,  learning  the  hard  condition,  does  not 
hesitate.  No  sooner  has  the  blood  touched  Amis  than  he  is  cured,  and 
the  knights  solemnly  visit  the  church  where  Bellicent  and  the  people  are 
assembled.  The  story  is  told  and  the  mother,  in  despair,  rushes  to  the 
chamber  where  her  dead  children  are  lying.  But  she  finds  them  living 
and  in  full  health,  for  a  miracle  has  been  wrought  to  reward  the  faith- 
fulness of  the  friends  now  that  suffering  has  purged  them  of  their  sin. 

This  story,  touching  in  itself,  is  most  touchingly  told  in  the  Chan- 
son. No  poem  of  the  kind  is  more  vivid  in  descripdon,  or  fuller  of 
details  of  the  manners  of  the  time,  than  Amis  el  Amilei.  Bellicent 
and  Lubias,  the  fonner  passionate  and  impulsive  but  loving  and  fiuth- 
ful,  the  latter  treacherous,  revengeful,  and  cold-hearced,  give  perhaps 
the  earliest  finished  portraits  of  feminme  character  to  be  found  in 
French  literature.  Amis  and  Amiles  themselves  are  presented  to  us 
under  so  many  more  aspects  than  Roland  and  Oliver  that  they  dwell  • 
better  in  the  memory.  The  undercurrent  of  savagery  which  dis- 
tinguished medieval  times,  and  the  rapid  changes  of  fortune  which 
were  possible  therein,  are  also  well  brought  out  Not  even  the 
immolation  of  Ganelon's  hostages  is  so  striking  as  the  calm  ferocity 
with  which  Charlemagne  dooms  his  wife  and  son  as  well  as  his 
daughter  to  pay  with  their  lives  the  penalty  of  Belliccnt's  fault;  while 
the  sudden  lapse  of  Amis  from  his  position  of  feudal  lordship  at  Blaye 
lo  that  of  a  miserable  outcast,  smitten  and  marked  out  for  public 
scomandill-lreatmentby  the  visitation  of  God,  is  unusually  dramatic. 
Amis  el  Amiles  bears  to  ^o/onif  something  not  at  all  unlike  the  relation 
of  the  Odyssey  to  the  Iliad  Its  continuation,  Jovrdains  de  Blaivies, 
adds  the  element  of  foreign  travel  and  adventure ;  but  that  element  is 
perhaps  more  characteristically  represented,  and  the  representation 
has  certainly  been  more  generally  popular,  in  Huon  de  Bordeaux. 

Of  the  remaining  Chansons,  the  following  are  the  most  remark- 
able.   Aliscans  {yntMlh  century)  deals  with  the  contest       other 
between  William  of  Orange,  the  great  Christian  hero     prinalpal 
of  the  south  of  France,  and  the  Saracens.    This  poem    OhniuoiiB. 
forms,  according  to  custom,  the  centre  of  a  whole  group  of  Chan- 
sons dealing  with  the  earlier  and  later  adventures  of  the  hero, 
his  ancestors,  and  descendants.     Such  are  Lt  Couronnemenl  Leys, 
La  Prise  d' Orange,  Le  Charroi  de  Nimes,  Ze  Montage  Guillaume. 
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The  series  formed  by  these  and  others'  is  among  the  most  in- 
teresting of  these  groups.  Le  Chevalier  au  Cygne  is  a  title 
appUed  directly  to  a  somewhat  late  version  of  an  old  folk-tale, 
and  more  generally  to  a  series  of  poems  connected  with  the" 
House  of  Bouillon  and  the  Crusades.  The  members  of  this 
bear  the  separate  headings  Antiocke',  Les  CMifs,  Les  Enfances 
Godefroy,  etc.  Antioche,  the  first  of  these,  .which  describes  the 
exploits  of  the  Christian  host,  first  in  attacking  and  then  in  de- 
fending that  city,  is  one  of  the  finest  of  the  Chansons,  and  is 
probably  in  its  original  foim  not  much  later  than  the  events  it 
describes,  being  written  by  an  eye-witness.  The  variety  of  its 
personages,  the  vivid  picture  of  the  alternations  of  fortune,  the 
vigotir  of  the  verse,  are  all  remarkable.  This  group  is  terminated 
by  Baudouin  de  Sebourc',  a  very  late  but  very  important  Chanson, 
which  falls  in  with  the  poetry  of  the  fourteenth  century,  and  the 
Bastart  de  Bouillon  *.  La  Chevalerie  Ogier  de  Danemarehe  '  is  the 
oldest  fonn  in  which  the  adventures  of  one  of  the  most  popular 
and  romantic  of  Charlemagne's  heroes  are  related.  Fierabras  had 
also  a  very  wide  popularity,  and  contains  some  of  the  liveliest 
pictures  of  manners  to  be  found  in. these  poems,  in  its  description 
of  the  rough  horse-play  of  the  knights  and  the  unfilial  behaviour 
of  the  converted  Saracen  princess.  This  poem  is  also  of  much 
interest  philologically '.  Garin  le  Loherain '  is  the  centre  of  a  re- 
markable group  dealing  not  directly  with  Charlemagne,  but  with 
the  provincial  disputes  and  feuds  of  the  nobility  of  Lorraine. 
Raoul  de  Cambrai^  is  another  of  the  Chansons 'which  deal  with 
'  minor  houses,'  as  they  are  called,  in  contradistinction  to  the  main 
Carlovingian  cycle.     Gerard  de  Roussillon  •  ranks  as  a  poem  with 

>  Tbia  series  is  given,  Eometlmes  in  whole,  sometimes  in  extTscts,  by 
Dr.  Jonckbloet,  Guillanme  d'OroBge  (The  Hagne,  1854).  Le  Caurimnement 
de  Louis  was  edited  by  E.  Langlois  la  i83S;  and  Le  Montage  Guitlauvie  by 
W.  Cloelta  in  lqo6  and  igli. 

'Ed.  P.  Paris.    Paris,  184S.  •  Ed.  Boca.    Valenciennes,  1841. 

*Ed.  Schflet.    BnisseU,  1877.  '  Ed.  Bairois.    Paris,  1841. 

'  There  exists  s  Pioveof  al  version  of  it,  evidently  translated  from  the  French. 
The  most  convenient  edition  is  that  of  Kroeber  and  SeiYois,  Paris,  1 860.  There 
is  an  English  fourteenth-centuiy  version  published  by  Mr.  Herrtage  for  the 
Early  English  Tert  Society,  1879. 

'  Published  partially  by  MM,  P.  Paris  and  E.  do  M^ril  and  by  Herr  Stengel, 

'  Ed.  Le  Glay.  Paris,  1840.  There  is  a  later  edition  by  Paul  Meyer  and 
Anguste  Longuon,  i88!.  »  Ed.  Michel,     Paris,  1856. 
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the  best  of  all  the  Chansons.  Httguis  Captl^,  [hough  very  late,  is 
attractive  by  reason  of  the  glimpses  it  giv£S  us  of  a  new  spirit 
supplanting  that  of  chivalry  proper.  In  it  the  heroic  distinctly 
gives  place  to  the  burlesque.  Macaire*,\)t&\dti  being  written  in 
a  singular  dialect,  in  which  French  is  mingled  with  Italian,  sup- 
plies the  original  of  the  well-known  dog  of  Montargis.  Huon  de 
Bordeaux^,  already  mentioned,  was  not  only  more  than  usually 
popular  at  the  tiiae  of  its  appearance,  but  has  supplied  Shake- 
speare with  some  of  the  dramatis  personae  of  A  Midntrnmer 
Nights  Dream,  and  Wieland  and  Weber  with  the  plot  of  a  well- 
known  poem  and  opera.  Jourdains  de  Blaroies,  the. sequel  to  Amis 
tl  AmiUs,  contains,  besides  much  other  interesting  matter,  the 
incident  which  forms  the  centre  of  the  plot  of  Pericles.  Let  Qualre 
Fill  Aymon  or  Rtnaut  de  Montauhan  *  is  the  foundation  of  one  of 
the  most  popular  French  chap-books.  Lis  Saisnes"  deals  with 
Charlemagne's  wars  with  Witekind.  BtrU  aus  grans  Pi/s  *  is  a 
very  graceful  story  of  womanly  innocence.  Doon  de  Mayetue'', 
though  not  early,  includes  a  charming  love-episode.  G/rard  de 
Viane*  contains  the  famous  battle  of  Roland  and  Oliver.  The 
Voyage  de  CharUmagm  <l  Conslantinople''  is  semi-burlesque  in  tone 
and  one  of  the  earliest  in  which  that  tone  is  perceptible. 

In   these    numerous  poems  there  is  recognisable  in    the  first 
place  a  distinct  family  likeness  which  is  common  to    qooIiI  uid 
the  earliest  and  latest,  and  in  the  second,  the  natural      z,iterar7 
difference  of  manners  which  the  lapse  of  three  hun-    Chwaoter- 
dred  years  might  be  expected  to  occasion.     There       *'*'°'* 
is  a  sameness  which  ahnost  amounts  to  monotony  in  the  plot  of 
most  Chansons  de  Gestes :  the  hero  is  almost  always  either  falsely 
accused  of  some  crime,  or  else  treacherously  exposed  to  the  attacks 
of  Saracens,  or  of  his  own   countrymen.     The  stents  of  this 
treachery  are  commonly  of  the  blood  of  the  arch-traitor  Ganelon, 
and  are  almost  invariably  discomfited  by  the  good  knight  or  his 

'  Ed.  L«  Grange.    Paris,  1864.  '  Ed.  Gnessard.    Paris,  181S6. 

'  Ed.  Guessard  et  Grandmaison.     Paris,  [SiSo. 

'  Ed.  Micbelant.    Stcttgart,  i86j.  >  Ed.  Michel,     Paris,  1839. 

■  Ed.  Sch^ler.    BrusECli,  1874.  '  Ed.  Pey.    Paris,  1859. 

•  Ed.Tarl>£.    iUieinis,  1853.  *  Ed.  Michel    London,  183$. 


i.vCoo^lc 


i8  Mediaeval  Literature.  [Bk.  i. 

friends  and  avengers.  The  part'  which  Charlemagne  plays  in 
these  poems  is  not  usually  dignified :  he  is  represented  as  easily 
gulled,  capricious,  and  almost  ferocious  in  temper,  ungrateful,  and 
ready  to  accept  bribes  and  gifts.  His  good  angel  is  always  Duke 
Naimes  of  Bavaria,  the  Nestor  of  the  Carlovingian  epic  In  the 
earliest  Chansons  the  part  played  by  women  is  not  so  conspicuous 
as  in  the  later,  but  in  all  except  Roland  it  has  considerable  pro- 
minence. Sometimes  the  heroine  is  the  wife,  daughter,  or  niece 
of  Charlemagne,  sometimes  a  Saracen  princess.  But  in  either 
case  she  is  apt  to  respond  without  much  delay  to  the  hero's  ad- 
vances, which,  indeed,  she  sometimes  anticipates.  The  conduct  of 
knights  to  their  ladies  is  also  far  from  being  what  we  now  con- 
sider chivalrous.  Blows  are  very  common,  and  seem  to  be  taken 
by  the  weaker  sex  as  matters  of  course.  The  prevailing  legal 
forms  are  simple  and  rather  sanguinary.  The  judgment  of  God, 
as  shown  by  ordeal  of  battle,  settles  all  disputes ;  but  battle  is  not 
pennitted  unless  several  nobles  of  weight  and  substance  come 
forward  as  sponsors  for  each  champion ;  and  sponsors  as  well  as 
principal  risk  their  lives  in  case  of  the  principal's  defeat,  unless 
they  can  tempt  the  king's  cupidity.  These  common  features  are 
necessarily  in  the  case  of  so  large  a  number  of  poems  mixed  with 
much  individual  difference,  nor  are  the  Chansons  by  any  means 
monotonous  reading.  Their  versification  is  pleasing  to  the  ear, 
and  iheir  language,  considering  its  age,  is  of  surprising  strength, 
expressiveness,  and  even  wealth.  Though  they  lack  the  variety, 
the  pathos,  the  romantic  chivalry,  and  the  mystical  attractions  of 
the  Arthurian  romances,  there  is  little  doubt  thai  they  paint,  for 
more  accurately  than  their  successors,  an  actually  existing  state 
of  society,  that  which  prevailed  in  the  palmy  time  of  the  feudal 
system,  when  war  and  religion  were  deemed  the  sole  subjects 
worthy  to  occupy  seriously  men  of  station  and  birth.  In  giving 
utterance  to  this  warlike  and  religious  sentiment,  few  periods  and 
clasEes  of  literature  have  been  more  strikingly  successful.   Nowhere 

'  II  is  ytry  co:nmoD\y  said  tbat  ttib  feature  ia  conRned  to  the  Uter  Chansons. 
This  is  scarcely  the  fact,  unless  by  'later'  we  are  to  understand  all  eiicepl 
JioIanJ.    In  Reland  itself  the  prexntmenl  is  by  no  means  wholly  compli- 
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is  the  mere  fury  of  battle  better  rendered  than  in  Roland  and  Fier- 
abras.  Nowhere  13  the  valiant  indignation  of  ihi  beaten  warrior, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  his  humble  submission  to  providence,  better 
given  than  in  Alitcans.  Nowhere  do  we  find  the  mediaeval  spirit 
of  feudal  enmity  and  private  war  more  strikingly  depicted  than  in 
the  cycle  of  the  Lorrainers,  and  in  Raoul  de  Cambrai.  Nowhere 
is  the  devout  sentiment  and  belief  of  the  same  time  more  fully 
drawn  than  in  Amis  et  Amilts. 

The  method  of  composition  and  publication  of  these  poems  was 
peculiar.  Ordinarily,  though  not  always,  they  were  com- 
posed by  the  Trouvfcre,  and  performed  by  the  Jongleur, 
Sometimes  the  Trouv^re  condescended  to  performance,  and  some- 
times the  Jongleur  aspired  to  composition,  but  not  usually.  The 
poet  was  commonly  a  man  of  priestly  or  knightly  rank,  the  per- 
former (who  might  be  of  either  sex)  was  probably  of  no  particular 
station.  The  Jongleur,  or  Jongleresse,  wandered  from  castle  to 
castle,  reciting  the  poems,  and  interpolating  in  them  reconunenda- 
tions  of  the  quality  of  the  wares,  requests  to  the  audience  to 
be  silent,  and  often  appeals  to  their  generosity.  Some  of  the 
manuscripts  which  we  now  possess  were  originally  used  by  Jon- 
gleurs, and  it  wag  only  in  this  way  that  the  early  Chanson  de  Geste 
n-as  intended  to  be  read.  The  process  of  hawking  about  naturally 
interfered  with  the  preservation  of  the  poems  in  their  original 
purity,  and  even  with  the  preservation  of  the  author's  name.  In 
very  few  cases*  is  the  latter  known  to  us. 

The  question  whether  the  Chansons  de  Gestes  were  originally 
written  in  northern  or  southern  French  has  often  been  hotly  de- 
bated. The  facts  are  these.  Only  three  Chansons  exist  in  Proven§al. 
Two  of  these  *  are  admitted  translations  or  imitations  of  Northern 
originals.     The  third,  Girarlz  de  Rossilho,  is  undoubtedly  original, 

'  The  Turoldus  oi  KoIandYm  been  already  noticed.  Of  certain  or  tolerably 
eeriain  aulhois,  Gnindor  de  Donai  (revisions  of  tbe  early  crusading  Chansons 
of  'Richard  the  Pilgrim,'  Aniische,  &C.),  J«n  de  Flagy  iGarin),  Bodel  (Its 
Saixiui),  and  Adenis  le  Roi,  a  fertile  anthor  or  adapter  of  the  thirieenth  century, 
■re  the  most  noted. 

'  Ferabras  and  Bttmnet  d' Hanslont.   This  latter  poem  was  edited  carefully  by 
Paol  M.  Meyer  under  the  title  <ti  Diairi!  cl  Betan  (Paris,  1880},  To  Iheae  should 
be  added  a  fragment,  Aigar  tl  Maiirin,  which  seems  to  tank  with  Giiarli. 
c  s 
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but  is  written  in  the  northernmost  dialect  of  the  Southern  tongue. 
The  inference  appears  to  be  clear  that  the  Chanson  de  Geste  is 
properly  a  product  of  northern  France.  The  opposite  conclusion 
necessitates  the  supposition  that  either  in  the  Aibigensian  war, 
or  by  some  inexplicable  concatenation  of  accidents,  a  body  of 
original  Proven9al  Chansons  has  been  totally  destroyed,  with  all 
allusions  to,  and  traditions  of,  these  poems.  Such  a  hypothesis 
is  evidently  unreasonable,  and  would  probably  never  have  been 
started  had  not  some  of  the  earliest  students  of  Old  French  been 
committed  by  local  feeling  to  the  championship  of  the  language 
of  the  Troubadours.  On  the  other  hand,  almost  all  the  dialects 
of  Northern  French  are  represented,  Norman  and  Picard  being 
perhaps  the  commonest '. 

The  language  of  these  poems  is  neither  poor  in  vocabulary  nor 
lacking  in  harmony  of  sound.    It  is,  indeed,  more 

■  an  sonorous  and  stately  than  classical  French  language 
was  from  the  seventeenth  century  to  the  days  of  Victor 
Hugo,  and  abounds  in  picturesque  terms  which  have  since  dropped 
out  of  use.  The  massive  castles  of  the  baronage,  with  their  ranges 
of  marble  steps  leading  up  to  the  hat),  where  feasting  is  held  by  day 
and  where  the  knights  sleep  at  night,  are  often  described.  Dress  is 
mentioned  with  peculiar  lavishness.  Pelisses  of  ermine,  ornaments 
of  gold  and  silver,  silken  underclothing,  seem  to  give  the  poets 
special  pleasure  in  recording  them.  In  no  language  are  what  have 
been  called  'perpetual'  epithets  more  usual,  though  the  abundance 
of  the  recurring  phrases  prevents  monotony.  The  '  clear  counten- 
ances' of  the  ladies,  the  'steely  brands'  of  the  knights,  their  'marble 
palaces,'  the  '  flowing  beard '  of  Charlemagne,  the  '  guileful  tongue ' 
of  the  traitors,  are  constant  features  of  the  verbal  landscape.  From 
so  great  a  mass  of  poetry  it  would  be  vain  in  any  space  here  avail- 
able to  attempt  to  arrange  specimen  *  jewels  five  words  long.'  But 
those  who  actually  read  the  Chansons  will  be  surprised  at  the 
abundance  of  fresh  and  striking  and  poetic  phrase. 

*  There  has  been  some  reaclioa  of  late  ^ara  against  the  *cept<cism  which 
questioned  tfae  '  ProTen9«l  Epic'  I  cannot  however  say,  though  I  admit  a. 
certain  diiqiiBlidcalion  for  jndgment  (see  note  at  beginning  of  next  chapter), 
thatl  see  any  valid  reason  foi  this  reaction. 
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Before  quitting  the  subject  of  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  it  may  be 
well  to  give  briefly  their  subsequent  literary  history.  JiuMz 
They  were  at  first  frequently  re-editcd,  the  tendency  Hiator?. 
always  being  to  increase  their  length,  so  that  in  some  cases  the 
latest  versions  extant  run  to  thirty  or  forty  thousand  lines.  As 
soon  as  this  limit  was  reached,  they  began  to  be  turned  into  prose, 
the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries  being  the  special  period  of 
this  change.  The  art  of  printing  came  in  time  to  assist  the  spread 
of  these  prose  versions,  and  for  some  centuries  they  were  almost 
the  only  form  in  which  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  under  the  general 
tide  of  romances  of  chivalry,  were  known.  The  verse  originals 
remained  for  the  most  part  in  manuscript,  but  the  prose  romances 
gained  an  enduring  circulation  among  the  peasantry  in  France. 
From  the  seventeenth  century  their  vogue  was  mainly  restricted 
to  this  class.  But  in  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  the  Comte  de 
Tressan  was  induced  to  attempt  their  revival  for  the  BibUoihlqta 
da  Romans.  His  versions  were  executed  entirely  in  the  spirit  of 
the  day,  and  did  not  render  any  of  the  characteristic  features  of 
the  old  Epics.  But  they  drew  attention  to  them,  and  by  the  end 
of  the  century,  University  Professors  began  to  lecture  on  old 
French  poetry.  The  exertions  of  M.  Paulin  Paris,  of  M.  Francisque 
Michel,  and  of  some  German  scholars  first  brought  about  the  re- 
editing  of  the  Chansons  in  their  original  form  before  the  mid- 
nineteenth  century ;  and  since  that  time  they  have  received  steady 
attention,  and  a  large  number  have  been  published — a  number  to 
which  additions  are  yearly  being  made'. 

'  Among  new  additions  may  be  mentioned  Lis  Eufatuts  F('i;i>H,ed.Wahlund 
and  von  Feilitien,  Paris,  iMSS;  Aimeri  de  Narbotsne,  ed.  Demaison,  Paris, 
18S7  ;  Amiis  de  Carthage,  ed.  AUdd,  liibiagen,  1S92 ;  and  La  Chanfun  de 
WUlaume,  privately  printed,  Chiswick  Press,  1903.  Important  assistance  to 
the  stDdy  has  Ijeen  given  l>y  the  convjilelion  ol  M.  Leon  Gautier's  Les  BpopiiS 
Frtatfaises  (4  vols.,  with  a  5th  of  bibliography,  1897),  pethifps  the  most 
thorough  as  well  as  the  most  enthusiastie  boolt  of  its  hind  in  existence,  while 
the  moat  important  book  that  the  twetitieth  century  has  yet  produced  on  that 
subject  is  M.  J.  Uedier's  La  Lfgendes  Epiques  :  richerchtssttrlaformaliiindes 
ikaHitm  degistis  (4  vols.,  Paris,  1908,  i,  3).  But,  as  its  title  will  show,  tbii 
book  is  not  primarily  occupied  with  the  literary  qualities  of  the  poems ;  and  it 
does  not  thecefoie  serionsly  affect  estimates  of  (bose  qualities  derived  from  the 
perusal  of  the  ekaHsoin  themselves. 
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CHAPTER  III, 

PROVENCAL  LITERATURE. 

Thr  Romance  language,  spoken  in  the  country  now  called  France, 
I.U1  d'Oo.  ^^^  '""^  great  divisions,  the  Langue  d'Oc  and  the 
Langue  d'Oil',  which  stand  to  one  another  in  hardly 
more  intimate  relationship  than  the  first  of  them  does  to  Spanish  or 
ItaUan.  In  strictness,  the  Langue  d'Oc  ought  not  to  be  called 
French  at  all,  inasmuch  as  those  who  spoke  it  applied  that  term 
exclusively  to  Northern  speech,  calling  their  own  Limousin,  or 
Provencal,  or  Auvergnat.  At  the  time,  moreover,  when  Provenjal 
literature  flourished,  the  districts  which  contributed  to  it  were  in 
very  loose  relationship  with  the  kingdom  of  France ;  and  when  that 
relationship  was  drawn  tighter,  Provencal  literature  began  to  wither 
and  die.  Yet  it  is  not  possible  to  avoid  giving  some  sketch  of  the 
literary  developments  of  Southern  France  in  any  history  of  French 
literature,  as  well  because  of  the  connection  which  subsisted  be- 
tiveen  the  two  branches,  as  because  of  the  altogether  mistaken 
views  which  have  been  not  unfrequently  held  as  to  that  con- 
nection. Lord  Macaulay'  speaks  of  Provencal  in  the  twelfth 
century  as  '  the  only  one  of  the  vernacular  languages  of  Europe 
which  had  yet  been  extensively  employed  for  literary  purposes;' 
and  the  ignorance  of  their  older  literature  which,  until  a  very 
recent  period,  distinguished  Frenchmen  has  made  it  common 
for  writers  in  France  to  speak  of  the  Troubadours  as  their  own 

'  Oc  and  eil  {hoc  and  hoc  illaj),  tbe  respective  terms  indicating  affirmation. 
In  this  chapter  the  information  given  is  t>ased  on  a  smallei  acquaintance 
at  first  hand  with  the  anbjcct  than  is  the  case  in  the  chaplen  on  Frendi 
pi-oper.     HeiT  Karl  Bartsch  has  been  the  guide  chiefly  followGd, 

■  Essay  on  Ranke's  History  ot  Ae  Popes, 
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literary  ancestors.  We  have  already  seen  that  this  supposition  as 
applied  to  Epic  poetry  is  entirely  false;  we  shall  see  hereafter  - 
that,  except  as  regards  some  lyrical  developments,  and  those  not : 
the  most  characteristic,  it  is  equally  ill-grounded  as  to  other  kinds  , 
of  composition.  But  the  literature  of  the  South  is  galle  interest- 
ing; enough  in  itself  without  borrowing  what  does  not  belong  to 
it,  and  it  exhibits  not  a  few  characteristics  which  were  afterwards 
blended  with  those  of  the  literature  of  the  kingdom  at  large. 

The  domain  of  the  Langue  d'Oc  is  included  between  two  lines, 
the  northernmost  of  which  starts  from  the  Atlantic  jianga  uid 
coast  at  or  about  the  Charente,  follows  the  northern  character- 
boundaries  of  the  old  provincesofPerigord,  Limousin,  i^i""- 
Auvergne,  and  Dauphin^,  and  overlaps  Savoy  and  a  small  poriion 
of  Switzerland.  The  southern  limit  is  formed  by  the  Pyrenees,  the 
Gulf  of  Lyons,  and  the  Alps,  while  Catalonia  is  overlapped  to  the 
south-west  just  as  Savoy  is  taken  in  on  the  north-east.  This  wide 
district  gives  room  for  not  a  few  dialectic  varieties  with  which  we 
need  not  here  busy  ourselves.  The  general  language  is  distin- 
gnished  from  northern  French  by  the  survival  to  a  greater  degree 
of  the  vowel  character  of  Latin.  The  vocabulary  is  less  dissolved 
and  corroded  by  foreign  influence,  and  the  inflections  remain  more 
distinct.  The  result,  as  in  Spanish  and  Italian,  is  a  language  more 
harmonious,  softer,  and  more  cunningly  cadenced  than  northern 
French,  but  endowed  with  far  less  vigour,  variety,  and  freshness. 
The  separate  development  of  the  two  tongues  must  have  begun  at  . 
a  very  eariy  period.  A  few  early  monuments,  such  as  the  Passion 
of  Christ'  and  the  Mystery  of  the  Ten  Virgins*,  contain  mixed 
dialects.  But  the  earliest  piece  of  literature  in  pure  Provencal  is 
assigned  in  its  original  form  to  the  tenth  century,  and  is  entirely 
different  from  northern  French*.  It  is  arranged  in  laisMs  and 
assonanced.  The  uniformity,  however,  of  the  terminations  of  Pro- 
vencal makes  the  assonances  more  closely  approach  rhyme  than  is 
the  case  in  northern  poetry.  Of  the  eleventh  century  the  principal 
monuihents  are  a  few  charters,  a  translation  of  part  of  St.  John's 
Gospel,  and  several  religious  pieces  in  prose  and  verse.  Not  till 
'  See  chap.  i.  '  See  chap.  x. 

'  The  poem  on  Boethius.    See  chap.  L 
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the  extreme  end  of  this  century  does  the  Troubadour  begin  to 
make  himself  heard.  The  earliest  of  these  minstrels  whose  songs 
we  possess  is  William  IX,  Count  of  Poitiers.  With  him  Provenfal 
literature,  properly  so  called,  begins. 
The  admirable  historian  of  Provencal  literature,  Karl  Bartsch, 
FeriodB  of  divides  its  products  into  three  periods ;  the  first  reach- 
FTaven9al  ing  to  the  end  of  the  eleventh  century,  and  com- 
Iiiteratun.  prising  the  beginnings  and  experiments  of  the  lan- 
guage as  a  literary  medium;  the  second  covering  the  twelfthi 
and  thirteenth  centuries,  the  most  flourishing  time  of  the  Trou-! 
badour  poetry,  and  possessing  also  specimens  of  many  other  forms 
of  literary  composition ;  the  third,  the  period  of  decadence,  in- 
cluding the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries,  and  remarkable 
chiefly  for  some  religious  literature,  and  for  the  contests  of  the 
Toulouse  school  of  poets.  In  a  complete  history  of  Proven9al 
literature  notice  would  also  have  to  be  taken  of  the  fitful  and 
spasmodic  attempts  of  the  last  four  centuries  to  restore  the  dialect 
to  the  rank  of  a  literary  language,  attempts  which  have  never  been 
made  with  greater  energy  and  success  than  in  our  own  time ',  but 
which  hardly  call  for  notice  here. 
The  most  remarkable  works  of  the  first  period  have  been  already 
alluded  to.  This  period  may  possibly  have  produced 
original  epics  of  the  Chanson  form,  though,  as  has 
been  pointed  out,  no  indications  of  any  such  exist,  except  in  the 
solitary  instance  of  Girariz  de  Jiossilho.  The  important  poem  of 
Albericof  Besan^on  on  Alexander  is  lost,  except  the  first  hundred 
verees-  It  is  thought  to  be  the  oldest  vernacular  poem  on  the 
subject,  and  is  in  a  mixed  dialect  partaking  of  the  forms  both  of 
north  and  south.  Hymns,  sometimes  in  mixed  Latin  and  Pro- 
vencal, sometimes  entirely  in  the  latter,  are  found  early.  A  single 
prose  monument  remains  in  the  shape  of  a  fragmentary  translation 
of  the  Gospel  of  St.  John.  But  by  far  the  most  important  example 
of  this  period  is  the  Boelhius.  The  poem,  as  we  have  it,  ex- 
tends to  258  decasyllabic  verses  arranged  on  the  feshion  of  a 
Chanson  de  Geste,  and  dates  from  the  eleventh  cenlury,  or  at 
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latest  from  the  beginning  of  the  twelfth,  but  is  thought  to  be  a 
rehandling  of  another  poem  which  may  have  been  written  nearly 
two  centuries  earlier.  The  narrative  part  of  the  work  is  a  mere 
introduction,  the  bulk  of  it  consisting  of  moral  reflections  taken 
from  the  De  Consolalione. 

It  is  only  in  the  second  period  that  Provencal  literature  becomes 
of  real  importance.  The  stimulus  which  brought  it  to  Seoond 
perfection  has  been  generally  taken  to  be  that  of  the  Period, 
crusades,  aided  by  the  great  development  of  peaceful  civilisation 
at  home  which  Provence  and  Languedoc  then  saw.  The  spirit  of 
chivalry  rose  and  was  diffused  all  over  Europe  at  this  time,  and 
in  some  of  its  aspects  it  received  a  greater  welcome  in  Provence 
than  anywhere  else.  For  the  mystical,  the  adventurous,  and  other 
sides  of  the  chivalrous  character,  we  must  look  to  the  North, 
and  especially  to  the  Arthurian  legends,  and  the  Romans  d'Aven- 
tures  which  they  influenced.  But,  for  what  has  been  well  called 
'la  passion  souveraine,  aveugle,  idolStre,  qui  Eclipse  tons  les  autres 
sentiments,  qui  d^daigne  tons  les  devoirs,  qui  se  moque  de  I'enfer 
et  du  ciel,  qui  absorbe  et  possfede  Time  enti^re  ^,'  we  must  come 
10  the  literature  of  the  south  of  France.  Passion  is  indeed 
not  the  only  motive  of  the  Troubadours,  but  it  is  their  favourite 
motive,  and  their  most  successful.  The  connection  of  this  pre- 
dominant instinct  with  the  elaborate  and  unmatched  attention  to 
form  which  characterises  them  is  a  psychological  question  very 
interesting  to  discuss,  but  hardly  suitable  to  these  pages.  It  is 
suBicient  here  to  say  that  these  various  motives  and  influences 
produced  the  Troubadours  and  their  literature.  This  literature 
was  chiefly  lyrical  in  form,  but  also  included  many  other  kinds,  of 
which  a  short  account  may  be  given. 

Girartx  de  Rossilho  belongs  in  all  probability  to  the  eariiest 
years  of  the  period,  though  the  only  Provencal  manuscript  in  ex- 
istence dates  from  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  century.  In  the  third 
decade  of  the  twelfth  Guiltem  Bechada  had  written  a  poem  on 
the  conquest  of  Jerusalem  by  the  Crusaders,  which,  however,  has 
perished,  though  the  northern  cycle  of  the  Chevalier  au  Cygne 

'  Moland  and  H^riowlt's  Inlroduction  to  Auiiusin  et  NkelttU.  Paris,  1856. 
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may  represent  it  in  part.  Guillera  of  Poitiers  also  wrote  a  his- 
torical poem  on  the  Crusades  with  similar  ill  fate.  But  the  most 
famous  of  historical  poems  in  Froven93l  has  fortunately  been 
preserved  to  us.  This  is  the  chronicle  of  the  Albigensian  War, 
written  in  Alexandrines  by  William  of  Tudela  and  an  anonymous 
writer.  We  also  possess  a  rhymed  chronicle  of  the  war  of 
1276-77  in  Navarre,  by  Guillem  Anelier.  In  connection  with 
the  Arthurian  cycle  there  exists  a  Provencal  Roman  d'Aventures, 
entitled  Jaufri.  The  testimony  of  Wolfram'  von  Eschenbach 
would  appear  to  be  decisive  as  to  ihe  existence  of  a  Proven9al 
continuation  of  Chrestien's  Perctvak  by  a  certain  Kiot  or  Guyot,  but 
nothing  more  is  known  of  this.  Blandin  dt  Comoalha  is  another 
existing  romance,  and  so  is  the  far  more  interesting  Ftanunca, 
a  lively  picture  of  manners  dating  from  the  middle  of  the  thirteenth 
century.  In  shorter  and  slighter  narrative  poems  Provencal  is 
still  less  fruitful,  though  Raimon  Vidal,  Arnaut  de  Carcasses,  and 
one  or  two  other  writers  have  left  work  of  this  kind.  A  very  few 
narrative  poems  of  a  sacred  character  are  also  found,  and  vestiges 
of  drama  may  be  traced.  But,  ^s  we  have  said,  the  real  importance 
of  the  period  consists  in  its  lyrical  poetry,  the  poetry  of  the  Trou- 
badours. The  names  of  460  separate  poets  are  given,  and  igt 
pieces  have  come  down  to  us  without  the  names  of  their  writers. 
We  have  here  no  space  for  dwelling  on  individual  persons ;  it  is 
sufficient  to  mention  as  the  most  celebrated  Arnaut  Daniel,  Bemart 
de  Ventadorn,  Bertran  de  Bom,  Cercamon,  Folquet  de  Marseilha, 
Gaucelm  Faidit,  Guillem  of  Poitiers,  Guillem  de  Cabestanh,  Gui- 
raut  de  Borneilh,  Guiraut  Riquier,  Jaufre  Rudel,  Marcabrun,  Peire 
Cardenal,  Peire  Vidal,  Peirol,  Raimbaut  de  Vaqueiras,  Sordel. 
The  chief  forms  in  which  these  poets  exercised  their  ingenuity 
Forma  of  ^^''^  ^^  follows.  The  simplest  and  oldest  was  called 
Troubodoui  Simply  vers;  it  had  few  artificial  rules,  was  written  in 
Poetry.  octosyllabic  lines,  and  arranged  in  stanzas.  From 
this  was  developed  the  camo.  the  most  usual  of  Provenfal  forms. 
Here  the  rhymes  were  interlaced,  and  the  alternation  of  masculine 
and  feminine  by  degrees  observed.  The  length  of  the  lines  varied. 
Both  these  forms  were  consecrated  to  love  verse;  the  Sirvente, 
on  the  other  hand,  is  panegyrical  or  satirical,  its  meaning  being 
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literally  '  Song  of  Service.'  It  consisted  for  the  most  part  of  short 
stanzas,  simpl}'  rhymed,  and  corresponding  exactly  to  one  another. 
The  planh  or  Complaint  was  a  dirge  or  funeral  song  written 
generally  in  decasyllables.  The  tenson  or  debate  is  in  dialogue 
form,  and  when  there  are  more  than  two  disputants  is  called 
lomeijamem.  The  narrative  Romance  existed  in  Provencal  as 
well  as  the  balada  or  three-Stanza  poem,  usually  with  refrain.  The 
retroensa  is  a  longer  refrain  poem  of  later  date,  but  in  neither  is 
the  return  of  the  same  rhyme  in  each  stanza  necessarily  observed, 
as  in  the  French  ballade.  The  alba  is  a  leave-taking  poem  at 
morning,  and  the  serena  (if  it  can  be  called  a  form,  for  scarcely 
more  than  a  single  example  exists)  a  poem  of  remembrance  and 
longing  at  eventide.  The  paslortla,  which  had  numerous  sub- 
divisions, explains  itself.  The  dtscorl  is  a  poem  something  like 
the  irregular  ode,  which  varies  the  structure  of  its  stanzas.  The 
MXiint,  in  six  stanzas  of  identical  and  complicated  versification, 
is  the  stateliest  of  all  Proven9al  forms.  Not  merely  the  rhymes 
but  the  words  which  rhyme  are  repeated  on  a  regular  scheme. 
The  breu-dobU  (double -short)  is  a  curious  little  form  on  three 
rhymes,  two  of  which  are  repeated  twice  in  three  four-lined  stanzas, 
and  given  once  in  a  concluding  couplet,  while  the  third  finishes 
each  quatrain.  Other  forms  are  often  mentioned  and  given,  but 
they  are  not  of  much  consequence. 

The  prose  of  the  best  period  of  Proven9al  literature  is  of  little 
importance.  Its  most  considerable  remains,  besides  religious 
works  and  a  few  scientific  and  grammatical  treatises,  are  a  prose 
version  of  the  Chanson  des  Albigtois,  and  an  interesting  collection 
of  contemporary  lives  of  the  Troubadours. 

The  productiveness  of  the  last  two  centuries  of  Provencal  litera- 
ture proper  has  been  spoken  of  by  the  highest  living  •mird 
authority  as  at  most  an  aftermath.  At  the  beginning  Period. 
of  the  fourteenth  century,  Amaut  Vidal  wrote  a  Roman  d'Aventures 
entitled  Guillem  de  la  Sarra.  This  poet,  like  most  of  the  other 
literary  names  of  the  period,  belongs  to  the  school  of  Toulouse,  a 
somewhat  artificial  band  of  writers  who  flourished  throughout  the 
fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries,  held  poetical  tournaments  on  the 
first  Sunday  in  May,  invented  or  adopted  the  famous  phrase  gai 
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tabtr  for  their  pursaits,  and  received,  if  they  were  successful,  the 
equally  famous  Golden  Violet  and  minor  trinkeU  of  the  same 
sort.  The  brotlierhood  directed  itself  by  an  art  of  poetry  in  which 
the  half- forgotten  traditions  of  more  spontaneous  times  were 
gathered  up. 

To  this  period,  and  to  its  latter  part,  the  Waldensian  writings 
entitled  La  Nohla  Leyczon,  to  which  ignorance  and  sectarian 
enthusiasm  had  given  a  much  earlier  date,  are  now  assigned. 
There  is  also  a  considerable  mass  of  miscellaneous  literature,  but 
nothing  of  great  value,  or  having  much  to  do  with  the  only  point 
which  is  here  of  importance,  the  distinctive  character  of  Provenfal 
literature,  and  the  influence  of  that  literature  upon  the  development 
of  letters  in  France  generally.  With  a  few  words  on  these  two 
points  this  chapter  may  be  concluded. 

It  may  be  regarded  as  not  proven  tha^  any  initial  influence  was 
exercised  over  northern  French  literature  by  the  litera- 

Litarary  (ure  of  the  South,  and  more  than  this,  it  may  be  held 
Provenw^  '"  ^  Unlikely  that  any  such  influence  was  exerted, 
utd  Frenab.  For  in  the  first  place  all  the  more  important  develop- 
ments of  the  latter,  the  Epic,  the  Drama,  the  Fabliau, 
are  distinctly  of  northern  birth,  and  either  do  not  exist  in  Provencal 
at  all,  or  exist  for  the  most  part  as  imitations  of  northern  originals. 
With  regard  to  lyric  poetry  the  case  is  ratlier  different.  The 
earhest  existing  lyrics  of  the  North  are  somewhat  later  than  the 
earhest  songs  of  the  Troubadours,  and  no  great  lyrical  variety  or 
elegance  is  reached  until  the  Troubadours'  work  had,  by  means  of 
Thibaut  de  Champagne  and  others,  had  an  opportunity  of  pene; 
trating  into  northern  France.  On  the  other  hand,  the  forms  which 
finished  lyric  adopted  in  the  North  are  by  no  means  identical  with 
those  of  the  Troubadours.  The  scientific  and  melodious  figures  of 
the  Ballade,  the  Rondeau,  the  Chant-royal,  the  Rondel,  and  the 
Villanelle,  cannot  by  any  ingenuity  be  deduced  from  Canso  or 
Batada,  Retroensa  or  Breu-Doble.  The  Alba  and  the  Pastorela 
agree  in  subject  with  the  Aubade  and  the  Pastourelle,  but  have 
no  necessary  or  obvious  connection  of  form.  It  would,  however, 
be  almost  as  great  a  mistake  to  deny  the  influence  of  the  spirit  of 
Provencal  literature  over  French,  as  to  regard  the  two  as  standing 


Ch,  III.]  Provencal  Literature.  29 

in  the  position  of  mother  and  daughter.  The  Troubadours  un- 
doubtedly preceded  their  Northern  brethren  in  scrupu-  Dofeots  of 
lous  attention  to  poetical  form,  and  in  elaborate  devices  ProveDjai 
for  ensiiTing  such  attention.  They  preceded  them  too  Lltor»tuio. 
in  recognising  that  quality  in  poetry  for  which  there  is  perhaps  no 
other  word  than  elegance.  There  can  be  little  doubt  that  they 
sacrificed  to  these  two  divinities,  elegance  and  the  formal  limita- 
tion of  verse,  matters  almost  equally  if  not  more  important.  The 
motives  of  their  poems  are  few,  and  the  treatment  of  those  irio- 
tives  monotonous.  Love,  war,  and  persona!  enmity,  with  a  certain 
amount  of  more  or  less  frigid  didactics,  almost  complete  the  list.  In 
dealing  with  the  first  and  the  most  fruitful,  they  fell  into  the  deadly 
error  of  stereotyping  their  manner  of  expression.  Objection  has 
sometimes  been  taken  to  the  'eternal  hawthorn  and  nightingale'  of 
Provenfal  poetry.  The  objection  would  hardly  be  fatal,  if  this 
eternity  did  not  extend  to  a  great  many  things  besides  hawthorn 
and  nightingales.  In  the  later  Troubadours  especially,  the  fault 
which  has  been  urged  against  French  dramatic  literature  Just  before 
the  Romantic  movement  was  conspicuously  anticipated.  Every 
mood,  every  situation  of  passion,  was  catalogued  and  analysed,  and 
the  proper  method  of  treatment,  with  similes  and  metaphors  com- 
plete, was  assigned.  There  was  no  ffeshness  and  no  variety,  and 
in  the  absence  of  variety  and  freshness,  that  of  vigour  was  necessarily 
implied.  It  may  even  be  doubled  whether  the  influence  of  this 
hot-house  verse  on  the  more  natural  literature  of  the  North  was  not 
injurious  rather  than  beneficial.  Certain  it  is  that  the  artificial 
poetry  of  the  Trouvferes  went  (in  the  persons  of  the  Rondeau  and 
Ballade- writing  Rh^toriqueurs  of  the  fifteenth  century)  the  same 
way  and  came  to  the  same  end,  that  its  elder  sister  had  already 
trodden  and  reached  with  the  competitors  for  the  Violet,  the 
Eglantine,  and  the  IMarigold  of  Toulouse. 
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CHAPTER   IV. 

ROMANCES  OF  ARTHUR  AND  OF  ANTIQUITY. 

The  passion  for  narrative  poetry,  which  at  first  contented  itself 
with  stories  drawn  from  the  history  or  tradition  of  France,  toolt  be- 
ThsTaisof  fore  very  long  a  wider  range.  The  origin  of  the  Legend 
Arthur,  ita  of  King  Arthur,  of  the  Round  Table,  of  the  Holy 

OviBins.  GraaJ,  and  of  all  the  adventures  and  traditions  con- 
nected with  these  centres,  is  one  of  the  most  intricate  questions  in 
the  history  of  mediaeval  literature.  It  would  be  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  book  to  attempt  to  deal  with  it  at  length.  It  is  sufficient 
for  our  purpose,  in  the  first  place,  to  point  out  that  the  question 
of  the  actual  existence  and  acts  of  Arthur  has  very  tittle  to  do  with 
the  question  of  the  origin  of  the  Arthurian  cycle.  The  history  of 
mediaeval  literature,  as  distihguished  from  the  history  of  the  Middle 
Ages,  need  not  concern  itself  with  any  conflict  between  the  invaders 
and  the  older  inhabitants  of  England,  The  question  which  is  of 
historical  literary  interest  is,  whether  the  traditions  which  Geoffrey  of 
Monmouth,  Walter  Map,  Chrestien  de  Troyes,  and  their  followers, 
wrought  into  a  fabric  of  such  astounding  extent  and  complexity, 
are  due  to  Breton  originals,  or  whether  their  authority  is  nothing  but 
the  ingenuity  of  Geoffrey  working  upon  the  meagre  data  of  Nen- 
nius'.  These  alternatives,  or  rather  some  variations  and  sub- 
divisions of  them,  have  been  debated  by  a  succession  of  champions 
for  many  years  past     In  no  case  have  the  Celticists  been  able   . 

'  Neuniiis,  B  Breton  moiik  of  the  ninth  century,  has  left  a  brief  Latin  Chronicle 
in  which  is  the  earliest  authentic  account  of  the  Legend  of  Arthur,  GeoBrey  of 
Monmouth,  circa  1:40,  prodnced  a  Histaria  Brilonuni,  avowedly  based  on  a 
book  brought  from  Brilantiy  by  Walter.  Archdeacon  of  Oxford.  No  trace  of 
lhi»  book,  unless  it  be  Nermias,  can  be  found,    Stt  ntit  at  end  efchapltr. 
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to  produce  undoubted  Celtic  ttxts  of  early  date.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  seems  to  some  that  Nennius  is  sufficient  to  account  for 
Geoffrey,  and  that  Geoffrey  is  sufficient  to  account  for  the  purely 
Arthurian  part  of  subsequent  romances  and  chronicles.  The  re- 
ligious element  of  the  cycle  has  a  different  origin,  and  may  possibly 
not  be  Celtic  at  all.  Lastly,  we  must  take  into  account  a  large 
body  of  Breton  and  Welsh  poetry  from  which,  especially  in  the 
parts  of  the  legend  which  deal  with  Tristram,  with  King  Mark, 
ftc,  amplifications  have  been  devised.  It  must,  however,  still  be 
admitted  that  the  extraordinary  rapidity  with  which  so  vast  a  growth 
of  literature  was  produced,  apparently  from  the'slendcresastock, 
is  one  of  the  most  surprising  things  in  literary  history.  Before 
the  middle  of  the  twelfth  century  litde  or  nothing  is  heard  of 
Arthur.  Before  that  century  closed  at  least  a  dozen  poems  and 
romances  in  prose,  many  of  them  of  great  length,  had  elaborated 
the  whole  legend  as  it  was  thenceforward  received,  and  as  we  have 
it  condensed  and  Englished  in  Malory's  well-known  book  two 
centuries  and  a  half  later. 

The  probable  genesis  of  the  Arthurian  legend,  in  so  far  as  it  con- 
cerns French  literature,  appears  to  be  as  follows.   First 
in  order  of  composition,  and  also  in  order  of  thought,      Order  of 
comes  the  Legend  of  Joseph  of  Arimathea,  sometimes     ijth^tan 
called  the  '  Little  St.  Graal.'    This  we  have  both  in       Cyoia. 
verse  and  prose,  and  one  or  both  of  these  versions 
is  the  work  of  Robert  de  Borron,  a  knight  and  trouvlrt  possessed 
of  lands  in  the  G^tinais'.     There  is  nothing  in  this  work  which  is 
directly  connected  with  Arthur.     By  some  it  has  been  attributed  to 
a  Latin,  but  not  now  producible,  'Book  of  the  Graal,'  by  others  to 
Byzantine  originals.     Anyhow  it  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  well- 
known  Walter  Map ',  and  his  exhaustless  energy  and  invention  at 
once  seized  upon  it.    He  produced  the  '  Great  St.  Graal,'  a  very 
much  extended  version  of  the  early  history  of  the  sacred  vase,  still 
keeping  clear  of  definite  connection  with  Arthur,  though  tending 
in  that  direction.     From  this,  in  its  turn,  sprang  the  original  form 

'  Departmenl  of  Seine-et-Marne,  near  Fonlainebleao. 

'  Map  as  a.  pcraon  belongs  rather  to  English  than  to  French  history.     He 
lived  in  ibe  last  three  quarlere  of  the  tweinh  century.     {Sec  noti  at  tnd,  p.  3S.) 
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of  Percevale,  which  represents  a  quest  for  the  vessel  by  a  knight 
who  has  not  originally  anything  to  do  with  the  Round  Table. 
The  linlc  of  connection  between  the  two  stories  is  to  be  found  in 
the  Merlin,  attributed  also  to  Robert  de  Borron,  wherein  the 
Welsh  legends  begin  to  have  more  definite  influence.  This,  in 
its  turn,  leads  to  Arlus,  which  also  bears  the  name  of  Suite  de 
Merlin.  Then  comes  the  most  famous,  most  extensive,  and  finest 
of  all  the  romances,  that  of  Lancelot  du  Lae,  which  is  pretty 
certainly  in  part,  and  perhaps  in  great  part,  the  work  of  Map ;  as 
is  also  the  mystical  and  melancholy  but  highly  poetical  Quest  of  the 
Sattti  diraal,  a  quest  of  which  Galahad  and  Lancelot,  not,  as  in 
the  earlier  legends,  Percival,  are  the  heroes.  To  this  succeeds 
the  Mart  Artus,  which  forms  the  conclusion  of  the  whole,  properly 
speaking.  This,  however,  does  not  entirely  complete  the  cycle. 
Later  than  Borron,  Map,  and  their  unknown  fellow-workers  (if 
such  they  had),  arose  one  or  more  trouvlres,  who  worked  up  the 
ancient  Celtic  legends  and  lays  of  Tristram  into  the  Romance  of 
Tristan,  connecting  this,  more  or  less  clumsily,  with  the  main 
legend  of  the  Round  Table.  Other  legends  were  worked  up  into 
the  omnium  gatherum  of  Giron  le  Courfois,  and  with  this  the  cycle 
proper  ceases.  The  later  poems  are  attributed  to  two  persons, 
called  Luce  de  Gast  and  H^lie  de  Borron.  But  not  the  slightest 
testimony  can  be  adduced  to  show  that  any  such  persons  ever 
hade 


'  These  virions  Romances  are  not  by  any  means  equally  open  to  study  in 
satisfactory  critical  editions.  To  take  them  chronologically,  M.  Hucher  has 
published  Robert  de  Borron's  Little  Saint  Graal  in  prose,  his  Percevale,  and 
the  Great  Saint  Graal,  with  full  and  valuable  if  not  incontestable  notes,  ,i  rols. ; 
LeMans,  1S75-1878.  The  verse  form  of  the  Zi«/«i"fliW  Grafl/ was  published 
byM,  F.  Michel  in  [841.  An  edition  of  Arlut  was  promised  by  M.  Paaljn 
Paris,  but  interrupted  or  prevented  by  his  death.  The  great  works  of  Map, 
Lancehl  and  the  Quest,  as  well  as  tbe  Mart  Arlus,  eiist  in  very  numerous 
manuscripts;  and  the  aixteenlh-century  editions  being  rare  and  exceedingly 
costly,  as  well  as  uncritical,  they  were  long  not  easily  accessible,  except 
in  M.  Parin'  Abstract  and  Commentary,  Les  Romans  de  la  Table  Rende, 
5  vols.,  1869-18J7.  Tristan  was  published  partially  forty  years  ago  by 
M.  F.  Michel.  A  vet^on  of  Tristan  by  Thomas  was  edited  by  Josepb 
Bedier  in  1901-1905  and  a  version  by  B^oul  edited  by  Ernest  Muret  in 
1903.  Merlin  was  edited  in  1886  by  M..  G.  Paris  and  M.  Ulrich;  la 
1894  (another  text)  by  Dr.  Sommer.     Dr,  Fbtstet's  complete  Chrestien   de 
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These  prose  romances  form  Tor  the  most  part  the  origina]  litera- 
ture of  the  Arthurian  story.  But  the  vogue  of  this  story  was  very 
iargely  increased  by  a  trouvire  who  used  not  prose  but  octosyllabic 
verse  for  bis  medium. 

As  is  the  case  with  most  of  these  early  writers,  little  or  nothing  is 
known  ofChrestiendeTroyes  but  his  name.  He  lived  ohioBtion  do 
in  the  last  half  of  the  twelfth  century,  he  was  attached  Tiotm. 
to  the  courts  of  Flanders,  Hainault,  and  Champagne,  and  he 
wrote  most  of  his  works  for  the  lords  of  these  fiefs.  Besides 
his  Arthurian  work  he  translated  Ovid,  and  wrote  some  short 
poems.  Chrestien  de  Troyes  deserves  a  higher  place  in  litera- 
ture than  has  sometimes  been  given  to  him.  His  versification 
is  so  exceedingly  easy  and  fluent  as  to  appear  almost  pedestrian 
at  times ;  and  his  Chevalier  &  la  Charretle,  by  which  he  is  perhaps 
most  generally  known,  contrasts  unfavourably  in  its  prolixity 
with  the  nervous  and  picturesque  prose  to  which  it  corresponds. 
But  Ptrcevale  and  the  Chevalier  au  Lyon  are  very  charming 
poems,  deeply  imbued  with  the  peculiar  characteristics  of  the 
cycle  —  rel^ious  mysticism,  passionate  gallantry,  and  refined 
courtesy  of  manners.  Chrestien  de  Troyes  undoubtedly  con- 
tributed not  a  little  to  the  popularity  of  the  Arthurian  legends. 
Whatever  may  be  the  actual  truth  in  the  much-debated  ques- 
tion   whether    the   originals   of  these   legends   were  in   verse  or 

Troyes  wu  began  by  Erec  Bjid  Yvatn,  while  this  latter  under  its  second  title 
of  Le  Chevalier  au  Lyon  has  also  been  edited  by  Dr.  Holland  (third  edition 
iSSti).  Besides  this  there  ia  the  great  Romaac«  of  Ptrcevale  (continued  by 
otliets,  especially  a  certain  Manessier),  of  which  M.  Fotvin  has  given  an 
aceUent  edition,  6  lols.,  Mons,  1867-1871,  mcludiag  in  it  a  previously  na- 
known  prose  veision  of  the  Romance  of  very  early  date ;  Le  Chevalier  A  la 
CMarrette,  continued  by  Godeftoy  de  I^gny,  and  edited,  with  the  original  ptose 
from  Lanreht  du  Lac,  by  Dr.  Jonckbloet  (The  Hague,  1850)  ;  and  Erec  et 
&nide,  by  M.  Haapt  (Berlin,  i860).  It  is  not  till  1908  that  Dr.  Sonuner,  with 
Ibe  aid  of  the  Carnegie  Institution  of  Witshicgton,  U.S.A.,  began  a  complete 
cditloD  of  The  Vulgate  Versvm  of  the  Arthurian  Ramatue!,  including  the 
SaiiU  Graal,  Merlat,  Lamelot,  the  Quest,  the  Mart,  and  supplementary  editions 
of  Artui  in  prose.  The  gain  of  this  is  immense  (i«  mte  at  end  0/ chapter)  ; 
bat  there  is  still  wanting  a  book  on  the  plan  of  M.  Uon  Gantier's  Bfvpies 
Fraiifaises  to  '  boil  down '  the  whole  matter.  Something  of  the  kind  was  done 
in  Bisteire  Littiraire,  vol.  ixx,  but  not  enough,  and  from  quite  another 
Ruidpoinl, 


d=,GoogIc 


34  Mediaeval  Literature.  [Bk.  i. 

prose,  the  times  were  by  no  means  ripe  for  the  general  enjoyment 
of  work  in  such  a  fonn.  The  reciter  was  still  the  general  if  not 
the  only  publisher,  and  recitation  almost  of  necessity  implied 
poetical  fonn.  Chrestien  did  not  throw  the  wliole  of  tlie  work  of 
his  contemporaries  into  verse,  but  he  did  so  throw  a  considerable 
portion  of  it.  His  Arthurian  works  consist  of  Le  Chevalier  i  la 
Charrefte,  a  very  close  rendering  of  an  episode  of  Map's  Lancelot ; 
Le  Chevalier  au  Lyon,  resting  probably  upon  some  previous  work 
not  now  in  existence ;  Erec  el  &»ide,  the  legend  which  every 
Engjisb  reader  knows  in  Lord  Tennyson's  Enid,  and  which  seems 
to  be  purely  Welsh  ;  Cltgis,  which  may  be  called  the  first 
Roman  d'Aventures ;  and  lastly,  Percevale,  a  work  of  vast  extent, 
continued  by  successive  versifiers  to  the  extent  of  some  fif^ 
thousand  lines,  and  probably  represendng  in  part  a  work  of  Robert 
de  Borron,  which  has  only  recently  been  printed  by  M.  Hucher. 
Percevale  is,  perhaps,  the  best  example  of  Chrestien's  fashion  of 
composition.  The  work  of  Borron  is  very  short,  amounting  in 
all  to  some  ninety  pages  in  the  reprint  The  Percevale  le  Gatlois 
of  Chrestien  and  his  continuators,  on  the  other  hand,  contains, 
as  has  been  said,  more  than  forty-five  thousand  verses.  This  am- 
plification is  produced  partly  by  the  imporUtion  of  incidents 
and  episodes  from  other  works,  but  sUU  more  by  indulging 
in  constant  diffuseness  and  what  we  must  perhaps  call  common- 
places. 
From  a  literaiy  point  of  view  the  prose  romances  rank  far  higher, 
especially  those  in  which  Map  is  traditionally  said 
uianiT  W  have  had  a  hand.  The  peculiarity  of  what  may  be 
value  ot  called  their  atmosphere  is  marked.  An  elaborate  and 
ArthnriMi    jonj^ntic  system  of  mystical  religious  sentiment,  find- 


ing vent  in  imaginative  and  allegorical  narrative, 
a  remarkable  refinement  of  manners,  and  a  combination  of  delight 
in  batde  with  devotion  to  ladies,  distinguish  them.  This  is,  in 
short,  the  romantic  spirit,  or,  as  it  is  sometimes  called,  the  spirit  of 
chivalry ;  and  it  cannot  be  too  positively  asserted  that  the  Arthurian 
romances  commnnicate  it  to  literature  for  the  first  time,  and  that 
nothing  like  it  is  found  in  the  classics.  In  the  work  of  Map  and 
his  contemporaries  it  is  clearly  perceivable.     The  most  important 
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element  in  this — courtesy — is,  as  we  have  already  noticed,  almost 
entirely  absent  from  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  and  where  it  is  present 
at  all  it  is  between  persons  who  are  connected  by  some  natural  or. 
artificial  relation  of  comradeship  or  kin.  Nor  are  there  many 
traces  of  it  in  such  fragments  and  indications  as  we  possess  of  the 
Celtic  originals,  which  may  have  helped  in  the  production  of  the 
Arthurian  romances.  No  Cailovingian  knight  would  have  felt  the 
horror  of  Sir  Bors  when  the  Lady  of  Hungerford  exercises  her  un- 
doubted right  by  flinging  the  body  of  her  captive  enemy  on  the  camp 
of  his  uncle.  Even  the  chiefs  who  are  presented  in  the  Chanson 
d'Anlioehe  as  joking  over  the  cannibal  banquet  of  the  Roi  des 
Tafurs,  and  permitting  the  dead  bodies  of  Saracens  to  be  torn 
liom  the  cemeteries  and  flung  into  the  beleaguered  city,  would  have 
very  much  applauded  the  deed.  Gallantry,  again,  is  as  much 
absent  from  the  Chansons  as  clemency  and  courtesy.  The  scene 
in  Lancelot,  where  Galahault  Urst  introduces  the  Queen  and  Lancelot 
to  one  another,  contrasts  in  the  strongest  manner  with  the  down- 
right courtship  by  which  the  Bellicents  and  Nicolettes  of  the 
Carlovingian  cycle  are  won.  No  doubt  Map  represents  to  a  great 
extent  the  sentiments  of  the  polished  court  of  England.  But  he 
deserves  the  credit  of  having  been  the  first,  or  almost  the  first,  to 
^express  such  manners  and  sentiments,  perhaps  also  of  having 
being  among  the  first  to  conceive  them. 

These  originals  are  not  all  equally  represented  in  Malory's  English 
compilation.  Of  Robert  de  Borron's  work  little  survives  except 
by  allusion.  Lancelot  du  Lac  itself,  the  most  popular  of  all  the 
romances,  is  very  disproportionately  drawn  upon.  Of  the  youth 
of  Lancelot,  of  the  winning  of  Dolorous  Gard,  of  the  war  with  the 
Saxons,  and  of  the  very  curious  episode  of  the  false  Guinevere, 
there  is  nothing ;  while  the  most  charming  story  of  Lancelot's  rela- 
tions with  Galahault  of  Sorelois  disappears,  except  in  a  few  passing 
altusions  to  the  'haughty  prince.'  On  the  other  hand,  the  Qutsi 
of  the  Saint  Graal,  the  MortArtus,  some  episodes  of  Lancelot  {such 
as  the  Cheoalier  h  la  Charretle),  and  many  parts  of  Tristan  and 
Giron  k  Courtois,  are  given  almost  in  full. 

It  seems  also  probable  that  considerable  portions  of  the  original 
form  of  the  Arthurian  legends  are   as  yet  unknown,  and  have 
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altogether  perished.  The  very  interesting  discovery  in  the  Brussels 
Library,  of  a  prose  Ptrcevak  not  impossibly  older  than  Chrestien, 
and  quite  different  from  that  of  Borron,  is  an  indication  of  this 
fact.  So  also  is  the  discovery  by  I>r.  Jonckbloet  in  the  Flemish 
Lanctloi,  which  he  has  edited,  of  passages  not  to  be  found  in  the 
existing  and  recognised  French  originals.  The  truth  would  appear 
to  be  that  the  fascination  of  the  subject,  the  unusual  genius  of  those 
who  first  treated  it,  and  the  tendency  of  the  middle  ages  to  favour 
imitation,  produced  in  a  very  short  space  of  time  (the  last  quarter 
or  half  of  the  twelfth  century)  an  immense  amount  of  original 
handling  of  Geoffrey's  theme.  To  this  original  period  succeeded 
one  of  greater  length,  in  which  the  legends  were  developed  not 
merely  by  French  followers  and  imitators  of  Chrestien,  but  by  bis 
great  German  adapters,  WcJfram  von  Eschenbach,  Gottfried  of 
Strasburg,  Hartmann  von  Aue,  and  by  other  imitators  at  home 
and  abroad.  Lastly,  as  we  shall  see  in  a  future  chapter,  come 
Romans  d'Aventures,  connecting  themselves  by  links  more  or  less 
immediate  with  the  Round  Table  cycle,  but  independent  and  often 
quite  separate  in  their  mdn  incidents  and  catastrophes, 

About  the  same  time  as  the  flourishing  of  the  Arthurian  cycle 
BonuuuM  of  there  began  to  be  written  the  third  great  division  of 
AjitiqiiitT.  Jean  Bodel,  'la  mati^re  de  Rome  la  grant'.'  The' 
Ohuuon  most  important  beyond  all  question  of  the  poems 
d'Alliandre.  ^^^^^  g^  ^^  ^^^  ^p  jhig  cycle  (as  it  is  sometimes 
called,  though  in  reality  its  members  are  quite  independent  one  of 
the  other)  is  the  Romance  of  Altxandre.  Of  the  earliest  French 
poem  on  this  subject,  the  already  mentioned  work  of  Alberic  of 
fiesan9on,  only  a  short  fragment  exists.  Then  comes  a  decasyllabic 
poem  in  short  mono-rhymed  laines  of  which  we  have  some  800 
lines.  The  Chanson  & Alixandre  is,  however,  a  much  more  im- 
portant work  than  either.  It  is  in  form  a  regular  Chanson  de 
Geste,  written  in  twelve-syllabled  verse,  of  such  strength  and  grace 
that  the  term  Alexandrine  has  cleaved  ever  since  to  the  metre.  Its 
length,  as  we  have  it*,  is  33,606  verses,  and  it  is  assigned  to  two 

*  This  eipicssioa  occurs  in  the  Ckansan  dts  Saisncs,  i,  6,  7  :  '  Ne  sont  que  iij 
matitrei  a  nnl  borne  atanduit,  De  Fiance  et  de  Bretaigne  et  de  Rome  la  grant.' 
>  Ed.  Michelant.    Stuttgart,  1846. 


ch.  IV.]      Romances  of  Arthur  and  of  Antiquity.  37 

authors,  Lambert  the  Short'  and  Alexander  of  Bernay,  though 
doubt  has  been  expressed  whether  any  of  the  present  poem  is  due 
to  Lambert ;  if  we  have  anj  of  his  work,  it  is  not  later  than  the 
ninth  decade  of  the  twelfth  century.  The  relations  of  the  three 
poems  cannot  be  thoroughly  determined,  but  are  probably  not 
those  of  direct  descent.  The  remoter  sources  are  various.  Fore- 
most among  them  may  undoubtedly  be  placed  the  Pseudo-Callis- 
Ihenes,  an  unknown  Alexandrian  writer  translated  into  Latin  about 
the  fourth  century  by  'Julius  Valerius.'  Some  oriental  traditions  of 
Alexander  were  also  in  the  possession  of  western  Europe.  Out  of  all 
these,  und  with  a  considerable  admixture  of  the  floating  fables  of  the 
time,  Lambert  and  Alexander  wove  their  work.  There  is,  of  course, , 
not  the  slightest  attempt  at  antiquity  -of  colour.  Alexander  has 
twelve  peers,  he  learns  the  favourite  studies  of  the  middle  i^es,  he  is 
dubbed  knight,  and  so  forth.  Many  interesting  legends,  such  as  that 
of  the  Fountain  of  Perpetual  Youth,  make  their  first  appearance  in 
the  poena,  and  it  is  altogether  one  of  extraordinary  merit. 

Another  class,  mostly  in  octosyllables,  dealt  with  the  tale  of  Troy 
divine,  their  matter  being  neither  enlirely  fictitious,  nor  on  the 
other  hand  based  upon  the  best  authorities,  Dares  Bonun  de 
Phrygius  and  Dictys  Cretensis,  with  some  epitomes  of  Troie. 
Homer,  were  the  chief  sources  of  information.  The  principal  poem 
of  this  class  is  the  Roman  dt  Troie  of  Benoist  de  Sainte  More 
{e.  1 160).  This  work ',  which  extends  to  more  than  thirty  thousand 
verses,  has  the  redundancy  and  the  longwindedness  which  characterise 
many,  if  not  most,  early  French  poems  written  In  its  metre.  But 
it  has  one  merit  which  ought  to  conciliate  English  readers  to 
Benoist  It  contains  the  original  of  Chaucer's  and  Shakespeare's 
Cressida.  The  fortunes  of  Cressid  {or  Briseida,  as  the  French 
trouv^ie  names  her)  have  been  carefully  traced  out  by  MM.  Moland, 
H^ricault ',  and  Joly,  and  form  a  very  curious  chapter  of  literary 

'  Li  Con,  otherwise  ti  tors  '  the  crooked.'  After  tliis  book  was  first  writteo 
M.  Panl  Meyer  treated  the  whole  subject  of  the  piragraph  in  an  admirable 
moaagta.'Qh^AUxandrt  It  Grand  dans  la  LUliratttre  Franfaise  du  Moym  Age, 
J  vols.  Paris,  1K86. 

'  Ed.  Joly.     Kouen,  1870.    Ed.  L.  Constans,  1004-1913. 

'  Moland  and  Hirlcault's  Nouvtllt!  du  JT/F*™  SUcU.  Paris,  1857.  Joly, 
Op  cU.     Seei.}io¥.SUiptei,SAaiesJicareitrA>i/isuH^-    2  vols.    Paris,  1880. 
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history.  Nor  is  this  episode  the  only  one  of  merit  in  Benoist. 
His  verse  is  always  fluent  and  facile,  and  not  seldom  picturesque. 
The  poems  of  the  Cycle  of  Antiquity  have  until  very  recently 
been  less  diligently  studied  and  reprinted  than  those 
of  the  other  two.  Few  of  them,  with  the  exception 
of  Alixandrt  and  Troie,  were  to  be  read  even  in 
subject!,  fragments,  save  in  manuscript.  Le  Roman  ^ En/as ', 
which  is  attributed  to  Benoist,  is  much  shorter  than 
the  Soman  de  Troie,  and,  with  some  omissions,  follows  Virgil  pretty 
closely.  Like  many  other  French  poems,  it  was  adapted  in  German 
by  a  Minnesinger,  Heinrich  von  Veldeke.  Le  Roman  de  Thibes^ 
stands  to  Slatius  in  the  same  relation  as  Enias  to  Virgil.  And  Lt 
Roman  de  Jules  C^sar  paraphrases,  though  not  directly,  Lucan. 
To  these  must  be  added  Athit  et  ProphiUas  (Porphyrias),  or  the 
Siege  of  Athens,  a  work' which  has  been  assigned  to  many  authors, 
and  the  origin  of  which  is  not  clear,  though  it  enjoyed  great  popu- 
larity in  the  middle  ages.  The  Protesilaus  of  Hugues  de  Rotelande 
is  the  only  other  poem  of  this  series  worth  the  mentioning'. 

'  Ed.  Suchier.     Halle,  1891.  '  Ed.  Constana.     Paris,  1890. 

■  After  the  earlier  editions  of  this  book  were  published  M.  Gaston  Paris 
sketched  in  Homania  and  summarised  In  his  Manuel,  but  never  developed  in 
book  form,  a  view  of  the  Arthurian  romances  difTereiit  fiotn  hii  father's  and 
from  that  given  in  the  text.  In  this  view  the  impoitance  of  '  Celtic '  ori^als 
is  much  increased,  and  that  of  Geoffrey  diminiiied,  Walter  Map  disappears 
almost  entirely  to  make  room  for  Chrestien  and  other  French  trouveres,  the 
order  of  composition  is  altered,  and  on  the  whole  a  lower  estimate  is  /ormed 
of  the  literary  value  of  the  cycle.  The 'Celtic' view  has  also  been  mainlained 
in  a  book  of  much  learning  atid  value.  Studies  an  the  Legend  of  the  Holy  GrtUl 
(London,  1888),  by  Mr.  Alfred  Nutt,  while  Hen  Zimmet,  M,  Loth,  Professor 
Hhys,  and  others  have  continued  the  debate  in  varions  seoses.  I  bave  not 
attempted  to  incorporate  or  to  combat  any  of  these  views  in  the  text  for  two 
reasons,  partlj  because  they  will  most  probably  be  superseded  by  others,  and 
partly  because  the  evidence  does  not  seem  to  me  sufficient  to  establish  any  of 
them  certainly.  But  having  repeatedly  paid  fresh  and  special  attention  to  the 
Arthur-story,  I  think  ]  may  be  entitled  to  give  a  somewhat  decided  opinion 
against  the  '  Celtic '  theory,'  and  in  favour  of  that  which  assigns  the  Arthnrian 
cycle  Bobstanlialiy  to  the  literary  imagination  of  the  trouveres,  French  and 
English,  of  the  twelfth  century.  Nor  do  I  see  any  ground  for  displacing 
Map.— Indeed  a  careful  reading  of  Dr.  Sommer's  edition  of  the  '  Vnlgatc ' 
prose,  and  a  minute  comparison  of  parallel  passages  in  it  and  in  Chreslien, 
have  madcmemore  ceilain  than  ever  that  some  form  of  Ihe  prose  versions  was 


CHAPTER  V. 

FABLIAUX.    THE  ROMAN  DU  EENART. 

Singular  as  the  statement  may  appear,  no  one  of  the  branches 
of  literature  hitherlo  discussed  represents  what  may  be  called  a 
specially  French  spirit.  Despite  the  astonishing 
popularity  and  extent  of  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  'o'^'wi 
they  are,  as  is  admitted  by  the  most  patriotic  French  jj^^^  pronoh 
students,  Teutonic  in  origin  probably,  and  certainly  iat«MtiiM. 
in  genius.  The  Arthurian  legends  have  at  least 
a  tinge  both  of  Celtic  and  Oriental  character;  while  the  greater 
number  of  them  were  probably  written  by  Englishmen,  and  their 
distinguishing  spirit  is  pretty  clearly  Anglo-Norman  rather  than 
French.  On  the  other  hand,  Provencal  poetry  represents  a  tempera- 
ment and  a  disposition  which  find  their  full  development  rather  in 
Spanish  and  Italian  Uterature  and  character  than  in  the  literature 
and  character  of  France.  All  these  divisions,  moreover,  have  this] 
of  artificial  at>out  them,  that  they  are  obviously  class  literature — 
the  literature  of  courtly  and  knightly  society,  not  that  of  the  nation 
at  large.  Provencal  literature  gives  but  scanty  social  information ; 
from  the  earlier  Chansons  at  least  it  would  be  hard  to  tell  that 
there  were  any  classes  but  those  of  nobles,  priests,  and  fighting 
men ;  and  though,  as  has  been  said,  a  more  complicated  state  of 
society  appears  in  the  Arthurian  legends,  what  may  be  called  their 
atmosphere  is  even  more  artificial. 

It  is  far  otherwise  with  the  division  of  literature  which  we  are 
now  about  to  handle.     The  Fabliaux ',  or  short  verse  tales  of  old 

'  The  first  collection  otFablianx  wa9  published  by  Barb«ian  in  1756,  This 
was  re-edited  by  M^on  in  1S08,  and  reinforced  by  the  same  author  with  a  ireth 
coUccti<Hi  in  1813.    Meuiwhile  L«  Grand  d'Aussy  had  (1774-1781)  giran 
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France,  take  in  the  whole  of  its  society  from  king  to  peasant  with 
all  the  intervening  classes,  and  represent  for  the  most  part  the 
view  taken  of  those  classes  by  each  other.  Perhaps  the  bourgeois 
standpoint  is  most  prominent  in  them,  but  it  is  by  no  means 
the  only  one.  Their  tone  too  is  of  the  kind  which  has  ever 
since  been  specially  associated  with  the  French  genius.    What  is 

called  by  French  authors  the  esprit gaulois — a  spirit 
The  Biprlt  of  mischievous  and  free-spoken  jocularity — does  not 
^t  ,  make  its  appearance  at  once,  or  in  all  kinds  of 
,    work.     In  most  of  the  early  departments  of  French 

literature  there  is  a  remarkable  deficiency  of  the  comic 
element,  or  rather  that  element  is  very  much  kept  under.  The 
comedy  of  the  Chansons  consists  almost  entirely  in  the  roughest 
horse-play;  while  the  knightly  notion  of  gaiz  or  jests  is  exem- 
plified in  the  Voyage  de  Charlemagne  h  Constantinople,  where 
it  seems  to  be  limited  to  extravagant,  and  not  always  decent, 
boasts  and  gasconnades.  More  comic,  but  still  ^rcical  in  its 
comedy,  is  the  curious  running  fire  of  exaggerated  expressions 
of  poltroonery  which  the  Red  Lion  keeps  up  in  Anlioche,  while 
the  names  and  virtues  of  the  Christian  leaders  are  being  cata- 
logued to  Corbaran.  In  the  Arthurian  Romances  also  the 
comic  element  is  scantily  represented,  and  still  takes  the  same 
form  of  exaggeration  and  horse-play.  At  the  same  time  it  is 
proper  to  say  that  both  these  classes  of  compositions  are  distin- 
guished, at  least  with  very  rare  exceptions,  by  a  very  strict  and 
remarkable  decency  of  language. 

In  the  Fabliaux  the  state  of  things  is  quite  different.  The  atti- 
tude is  always  a  mocking  one,  not  often  going  the  length  of  serious 
satire  or  moral  indignation,  but  contenting  itself  with  the  peculiar 
ludicrous  presentation  of  life  and  humanity  of  which  the  French 
have  ever  since  been  the  masters.  In  the  Fabliaux  begins  that  r, 
long  course  of  scoffing  at  the  weaknesses  of  the  feminine   sex    ■* 

extracts,  abstracts,  and  translations  into  modem  Fiencli  of  inajiy  of  ibem. 
Jubinal,  Robert,  and  others  rariched  the  collection  farther,  and  in  vol.  xxiii.  of 
the  Histoire  LitUraire  M.  V.  Le  Clerc  published  an  excellent  study  of  the 
subject.  A  completi:  collection  of  Fabliani  has  been  made  hy  MM.  A.  de 
Montaiglon  and  G,  Raynaud  (6  vols.,  Paris,  iS7i'iSS8).  M.  Bediec  has  since 
published  a  treatise  on  the  Fabliau  (Paris,  1893}. 
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i*hich  has  never  been  interrupted  unce.  In  the  Fabliaux  is  to 
b^  found  for  the  first  time  satirical  delineation  of  the  frailties 
of  churchmen  instead  of  adoring  celebration  of  the  mjvteries  of 
the  Church.  All  classes  come  in  by  turns  for  ridicule — knights, 
burghers,  peasants.  Unfortunately  this  freedom  in  choice  of  sub- 
ject is  accompanied  by  a  still  greater  freedom  in  the  choice  of 
language.  The  coarseness  of  expression  in  many  of  the  Fabliaux 
eqoals,  if  it  does  not  exceed,  that  to  he  found  in  any  other  branch 
of  Western  literature. 

The  interest  of  the  Fabliaux  as  a  literary  study  is  increased  by 
the  precision  with  which  they  can  be  defined,  and  the  well-marked 
period  of  th«r  composition.  According  to  the  excellent  definition 
of  its  latest  editor,  the  Fabliau'  is  'le  r^cit,  le  plus  Deflnitionof 
Eouvait  comtque,  d'nne  aventure  r^Ue  on  possible,  Tabiiaui. 
qui  se  passe  dans  les  donnas  moyennes  de  la  vie  humaine,'  the 
recital,  for  the  most  part  comic,  of  a  real  or  possible  event  occur- 
nng  in  the  ordinary  conditions  of  human  life.  M.  de  Monlaiglon, 
to  be  rigidly  accurate,  should  have  added  that  it  must  be  in  verse, 
and,  with  very  rare,  if  any,  exceptions,  in  octosyllabic  couplets,  Of 
such  Fabliaux,  properly  so  called,  we  possess  perhaps  two  hundred. 
They  are  of  the  most  various  length,  sometimes  not  extending 
to  more  than  a  score  or  so  of  lines,  sometimes  containing  several 
hundreds.  They  are,  like  most  contemporary  literature,  chiefly 
anonymous,  or  attributed  to  persons  of  whom  nothing  is  known, 
though  some  &mous  names,  especially  that  of  the  Trouvfere 
Rutebceuf,  appear  among  their  authors.  Their  period  of  com- 
position seems  to  have  extended  from  the  latter  half  of  the 
twelfth  century  to  the  latter  half  of  the  fourteenth,  no  manu- 
script that  we  have  of  them  being  earlier  than  the  beginning  of  the 
thirteenth  century,  and  none  later  than  the  beginning  of  the  fifteenth. 
\i,  however,  their  popularity  in  their  original  form  ceased  at  the 
latter  period,  their  course  was  by  no  means  run.  They  had  passed 
early  from  France  into  Italy  (as  indeed  all  the  oldest  French 
literature  did),  and  the  stock-in-trade  of  all  the  Italian  NovdUeri 
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from  Boccaccio  dovnwards  was  suppled  by  them.  In  England 
they  found  an  illustrious  copyist  in  Chaucer,  whose  Canterbury 
Tales  are  perTect  Fabliaux,  informed  by  greater  art  and  more 
poetical  spirit  than  were  possessed  by  their  original  authors.  In 
France  itself  the  FabUaux  simply  became  farces  or  prose  tales,  as 
the  wandering  reciter  of  verse  gave  way  to  the  actor  and  the 
bookseller.  They  appear  again  (sometimes  after  a  roundabout 
journey  through  Italian  versions)  in  the  pages  of  the  French 
tale-tellers  of  the  Renaissance,  and  finally,  as  far  as  collected 
appearance  is  concerned,  receive  their  last  but  not  their  least 
briUiant  transformation  in  the  ConUs  of  La  Fontaine.  In  these 
the  cycle  is  curiously  concluded  by  a  return  to  the  form  of  die 
original 

Until  MM.  de  Montaiglon  and  Raynaud  undertook  their  elaborate 
and  carefully  arranged  edition,  the  study  of  the  FabUaux  was  com- 
plicated  by  the  somewhat  ciiaotic  conditions  of  the  earlier  collections. 
Barbazan  and  his  followers  printed  as  Fabliaux  almost  everytliing 
that  they  found  in  verse  which  was  tolerably  short  Thus,  not 
merely  the  mediaeval  poems  called  dils  and  dihats,  descriptions  of 
Subjeota  and  ohjects  either  in  monologue  or  dialogue,  which  come 
oluuraotei'  of  sometimes  very  close  to  the  Fabliau  proper,  but 
Tabliftox.  moral  discourses,  short  romances,  legends  like  the  Lai 
d'ArUlott,  and  such-like  things,  were  included.  This  interferes  ■ 
with  a  comprehension  of  the  remarkably  characteristic  and  clearly 
marked  peculiarities  of  the  Fabliau  indicated  in  the  definition 
given  above.  As  according  to  this  the  FabUau  is  a  short  comic 
verse  tale  of  ordinary  life,  it  will  be  evident  that  the  attempts 
which  have  been  made  to  chssify  Fabliaux  according  to  their 
subjects  were  not  very  happy.  It  is  of  course  possible  to  take 
such  headings  as  Priests,  Women,  Villeins,  Knights,  etc,  and 
arrange  the  exisdng  Fabliaux  under  them.  But  it  is  not  obvious 
what  is  gained  thereby.  A  better  notion  of  the  genrt  may  perhaps 
be  obt^ned  from  a  short  view  of  the  subjects  of  some  of  the 
principal  of  those  Fabliaux  whose  subjects  are  capable  of  de- 
scription. Let  deux  Bordeors  RibauX  is  a  dispute  between  two 
Jongleurs  who  boast  their  skill.  It  is  remarkable  for  a  very 
curious  Mst  of  Chansons  de  Gestes  which  the  clumsy  reciter  quotes 
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all  wrong,  and  for  a  great  number  of  the  sly  hits  at  chivalry  and  the 
chivalrous  romances  which  are  characteristic  of  all  this  literalnre. 

Thus  one  Jongleur,  going  through  the  list  of  his  knightly  patrons, 
tells  of  Monseignor  Augier  Poup€e — 

'Qui  &  un  senl  coap  de  s'espee 
Conpe  biea  i  ao  chal  roreille;' 

and  of  Monseignor  Rogier  Ertaut,  whose  soundness  in  wind  and 
limb  is  not  due  to  enchanted  armoui  or  skill  in  fight,  but  is 
accounted  for  thus — 

'Qair  onques  ne  ot  cop  fem'  (for  that  nevei  has  he  ilrnck  a  blow). 

Le  Voir  Palefroi  contains  the  story  of  a  lover  who  carries  off  his 
beloved  on  a  palfrey  grey  from  an  aged  wooer.  La  Houiii  Parlie, 
a  great  favourite,  which  appears  in  more  than  one  form,  tells  the 
tale  of  an  unnatural  son  who  turns  his  father  out  of  doors,  but  is 
brought  to  a  better  mind  by  his  own  child,  who  innocently  gives 
him  warning  that  he  in  turn  will  copy  his  example.  Sire  Hain  el 
Dame  Anieuse  is  one  of  the  innumerable  stories  of  rough  correc- 
tion of  scolding  wives.  Brunain  la  Vaehe  au  Prestre  recounts  a 
trick  played  on  a  covetous  priest  In  Le  Dil  des  Perdrix,  a  greedy 
wife  eats  a  brace  of  partridges  which  her  husband  has  destined  for 
his  own  dinner,  and  escapes  his  wrath  by  one  of  the  endless 
stratagems  which  these  tales  delight  in  assigning  to  womankind. 
Le  sol  Chevalier,  though  extremely  indecorous,  deserves  notice  for 
the  Chaucerian  breadth  of  its  farce,  at  which  it  is  impossible  to 
help  laughing.  The  two  Englishmm  and  the  Lamb  is  perhaps  the' 
earliest  example  of  English-French,  and  turns  upon  the  mistake 
which  results  in  an  ass's  foal  being  bought  instead  of  the  required 
animal.  Le  Mantel  Mauiaillii  is  the  famous  Arthurian  story 
known  in  English  as  '  The  Boy  and  the  Mantle.'  Le  Vilain 
Mire  is  the  original  of  Moli&re's  JH/decin  malgr/lui.  Le  Vilain  qui 
(onquisi  Paradis  par  PlaisI  is  characteristic  of  the  curious  irrever- 
ence which  accompanied  mediaeval  devotion.  A  villein  comes  to 
heaven's  gate,  is  refused  admission,  and  successively  silences 
St,  Peter,  St.  Thomas,  and  St.  Paul,  by  very  pointed  references 
to  their  earthly  weaknesses.   As  a  last  specimen  may  be  mentioned 
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the  cnrioQsly  simple  word-play  of  Estula.  This  is  the  name  of  a 
little  dog  which,  being  pronounced,  certab  thieves  take  for  '  £s 
tu  Ik  r 

Such  are  a  very  few,  selected  as  well  as  may  be  for  their  typical 
SowMa  of  chal^ter,  of  these  stories.  It  is  not  unimportant  to 
Vabiianx.  consider  briefly  the  <]uestion  of  their  origin.  Many 
of  them  belong  no  doubt  to  that  strange  common  fund  of  fiction 
which  all  nations  of  the  earth  indiscriminately  possess.  A  con- 
siderable number  seem  to  be  of  purely  original  and  indigenous 
.  growth :  but  an  actual  literary  source  is  not  wanting  in  many 
cases.  The  classics  supplied  some  part  of  them,  the  Scriptures  and 
the  lives  of  the  saints  another  part;  while  not  a  little  was  due  to 
the  importation  of  Eastern  collections  of  stories  resulting  from  the 
Crusades.  The  chief  of  these  collections  were  the  fables  of  Bidpai 
or  Filpai,  in  the  form  known  as  the  romance  of '  Calila  and  Dimna,' 
and  the  story  of  Sendabar  (in  its  Greek  form  Syntipas).  This 
was  immensely  popular  in  France  under  the  verse  form  of  Doio- 
pathos,  and  the  prose  form  of  i«  sepi  St^es  de  Rome.  The 
remarkable  collection  of  stories  called  the  Gesta  Romanorum  is 
ap^enily  of  later  date  than  most  of  the  Fabliaux ;  but  the  tales  of 
which  it  was  composed  no  doubt  floated  for  some  time  in  the 
mouths  of  Jongleurs  before  the  unknown  and  probably  English 
author  put  them  together  in  Latin. 

Closely  connected  with  [he  Fabliaux  is  one  of  the  most 
The  Bommi  singular  works  of  mediaeval  imagination,  the  Roman 
da  BeQMrt.  du  Rmarl^.  This  is  no  place  to  examine  the  origin  or 
antiquity  of  the  custom  of  making  animals  the  mouthpieces  of 
moral  and  satirical  utterance  on  human  affairs.  It  is  sufficient 
that  the  practice  is  an  ancient  one,  and  that  the  middle  ages  were 

'  It  shonld  be  noticed  that  tbis  title,  though  coosecrated  by  usage,  is  ft 
misaomei.  It  should  be  Septan  de  Jienarl,  for  this  latter  is  a  proper  name. 
The  class  name  is  gmtpil  (vulpes).  The  stondaid  edition  is  that  of  M^oa 
(4  vols.,  Fans,  iSifi)  with  the  supplement  of  Cbabaille,  1S35.  Tbis  includes 
not  merely  the  Ancitn  Faiart,  but  the  CoumnnemeHl  and  Rcnart  It  Nouvtl. 
Rinart  le  Cinitrtfail  is  not,  I  thinlt,  in  print.  Rothe  (Paris,  1 845)  and  Wolf 
(Vienna,  1861)  have  given  the  best  accounts  of  it.  M.  Emest  Mnrtin  has 
re-ediled  the  Atuien  Rtnart  (3  vols.,  Straibnrg  and  Paris,  i88a-l887,  with 
SuppUmcni).    Cf  Sudre,  Lei  Sources  du  A',  de  R.  (Paris,  1893). 
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eaiiy  acqiiaint&d  with  Aesop  and  his  foUowers,  as  well  as  with 
Oriental  examples  of  the  same  sort.  The  ori^nal  author,  whoever 
he  was,  of  the  epic  (for  it  is  no  less)  of  '  Reynard  the  Fox,'  had 
therefore  examples  of  a  certain  sort  before  his  eyes.  But  these 
examples  contented  themselves  for  the  most  part  with  work  of 
small  dimension,  and  had  not  attempted  connected  or  continuous 
story.  A  fierce  battle  has  been  fought  as  to  the  nationality  of 
Reynard.  The  facts  are  these.  The  oldest  fonn  of  the  story 
now  extant  is  in  Latin.  It  is  succeeded  at  no  very  great  interval 
by  German,  Flemish,  and  French  versions.  Of  these  the  German 
as  it  stands  is  apparently  the  oldest,  the  Latin  version  being  pro- 
bably of  the  second  half  of  the  twelfth  century,  and  the  German 
a  little  later.  But  (and  this  is  a  capital  point)  the  names  of  the 
more  important  beasts  are  in  all  the  versions  French.  From 
this  and  some  minute  tocat  indications,  it  seems  Ukely  that  the 
original  language  of  the  epic  is  French,  but  French  of  the  Walloon 
or  Picard  dialect,  and  that  it  was  written  somewhere  in  the  district 
between  the  Seine  and  the  Rhine.  This,  however,  is  a  matter  of 
the  very  smallest  literary  importance.  What  is  of  great  literary  im- 
portance is  the  fact  that  it  is  in  France  that  the  story  receives  its 
principal  development,  and  that  it  makes  its  home.  The  Ladn, 
Flemish,  and  German  Reynards,  though  they  all  cover  nearly  the 
same  ground,  do  not  together  amount  to  more  than  five-and- 
twenty  thousand  lines.  The  French  in  its  successive  develop- 
ments amounts  to  more  than  nine^  thousand  in  the  texts  already 
published  or  abstracted;  and  this  does  not  include  the  variants 
in  the  Vienna  manuscript  of  Renart  le  Con&tfail,  or  the  different 
developments  of  the  Ancien  Renart,  recently  published  by  M.  Ernest 
Martin.  • 

The  order  and  history  of  the  building  up  of  this  vast  compo- 
sition are  as  follows.  The  oldest  known  'branches,'  •piw  Anoian 
as  the  separate  portions  of  the  L;ory  are  called,  date  Benwrfc 
from  the  beginning  of  the  thirteenth  century.  These  are  due  to 
a  named  author,  Pierre  de  Saint  Cloud.  But  it  b  impossible  to  say 
that  they  were  actually  the  first  written  in  French:  indeed  it  is 
extremely  improbable  that  they  were  so.  However  this  may  be, 
during  the  thirteenth  century  a  very  large  number  of  poets  wrote 
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pieces  independent  of  each  other  in  composition,  but  possessing 
the  same  general  design,  and  putting  the  same  personages  into 
play.  In  what  has  hitherto  been  the  standard  edition  of  Rmarl, 
M^on  published  thirty-two  such  poems,  amounting  in  the  aggregate 
to  more  than  thirty  thousand  verses.  ChabaiUe  added  five  more  in 
his  supplement,  and  M.  Ernest  Martin  has  found  yet  another  in  an 
Italianised  version.  This  last  editor  thinlts  that  eleven  branches, 
which  he  has  printed  together,  constitute  an  'ancient  collection' 
within  the  Aneien  Rmarl,  and  have  a  certain  connection  and  inter- 
dependence. However  this  may  be,  the  general  plan  is  extremely 
loose,  or  rather  non-existent.  Everybody  knows  the  outline  of  the 
story  of  Reynard ;  how  he  is  among  the  animals  (Noble  the  lion, 
who  is  king.  Chanticleer  the  cock,  Firapel  the  leopard,  Grimbart 
the  badger,  Isengrin  the  wolf,  and  the  rest)  the  special  representadve 
of  cunning  and  valour  tempered  by  discredon,  while  his  enemy 
Isengrin  is  in  the  same  way  the  type  of  stupid  headlong  force,  ■ 
and  many  of  the  others  have  moral  character  less  strongly  marked  . 
but  tolerably  well  sustained.  How  this  general  idea  is  illustrated 
the  tides  of  the  branches  show  better  than  the  most  elatwrate 
description,  '  How  Reynard  ate  the  carrier's  fish ; '  '  how  Reynard 
made  Isengrin  fish  for  eels ; '  '  how  Reynard  cut  the  tail  of  Tybert 
the  cat ; '  '  how  Reynard  made  Isengrin  go  down  the  well ; '  '  of 
Isengrin  and  the  mare  ; '  '  how  Reynard  and  Tybert  sang  vespers 
and  matins ; '  '  the  pilgrimage  of  Reynard,'  and  so  forth.  Written 
by  different  persons,  and  at  different  times,  these  branches  are  of 
course  by  no  means  uniform  in  literary  value.  But  the  uniformity 
of  spirit  in  most,  if  not  in  all  of  Ihem,  is  extremely  remarkable. 
What  is  most  noticeable  in  this  spirit  is  the  perpetual  undertone 
of  satirical  comment  on  human  life  and  its  affairs  which  dis- 
tinguishes it  The  mora!  is  never  obtrusively  put  forward,  and  it 
is  especially  noteworthy  that  in  this  Ancun  Renart,  as  contrasted 
with  the  later  development  of  the  poem,  there  is  no  mere  alle- 
gorising, and  no  attempt  to  make  the  animals  men  in  disguise. 
They  are  quite  natural  and  disrinct  foxes,  wolves,  cats,  and  so 
forth,  acting  after  their  kind,  with  the  exception  of  their  possession 
of  reason  and  language. 

The  next  stage  of  the  composition  shows  an  alteration  and  a 
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degradation.  Renart  U  Couronni,  or  Le  Couronnement  Rtnaft^, 
is  a  poem  of  some  3400  lines,  which  was  once  attri-  Le  Couron- 
buted  to  Marie  de  France,  for  no  other  reason  than  nemeiit 
that  the  manuscript  which  contains  it  subjoins  her  BanMt. 
Ysopel  or  tables.  It  is,  however,  certainly  not  hers,  and  is  in  all 
probability  a  little  later  than  her  time.  The  main  subject  of  it  is 
the  cunning  of  the  /ox,  who  first  reconciles  the  great  preaching 
orders  Franciscans  and  Dominicans;  then  himself  becomes  a 
monk,  and  inculcates  on  them  the  art  of  Renardk;  dien  repairs  to 
court  as  a  confessor  to  the  lion  king  Noble  who  is  ill,  and  con- 
trives to  be  appointed  his  successor,  a^er  which  he  holds  tourna- 
ments, journeys  to  Palestine,  and  so  forth.  It  is  characteristic  of 
the  decline  of  taste  that  in  the  list  of  his  army  a  whole  bestiary 
(or  list  of  the  real  and  fictitious  t>easts  of  mediaeval  zoology)  is 
thrust  in  ;  and  the  very  introduction  of  the  abstract  term  Rmardie, 
or  foxiness,  is  an  evil  sign  of  the  abstracting  and  allegorising 
which  was  about  to  spoil  poetry  for  a  time,  and  to  make  much  of 
the  literature  of  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries  tedious  and 
heavy.  The  poem  is  of  litfle  value  or  interest.  The  only  chrono- 
logical indication  as  to  its  composition  is  the  eulogy  of  William 
of  Flanders,  killed  (' jadis,'  says  the  author)  in  1251. 

The  next  poem  of  the  cycle  is  of  much  greater  length,  and  of 
at  least  proportionately  greater  value,  though  it  has  Beaart 
not  the  freshness  and  verve  of  the  earlier  branches,  lo  NouveL 
Renart  U  Nouoel  was  written  in  r288  by  Jacquemart  Gi^l^e,  a 
Fleming.  This  poem  is  in  many  ways  interesting,  though  not  much 
can  be  said  for  its  general  conception,  and  though  it  suffers  terribly 
from  the  allegorising  aheady  alluded  to.  In  its  first  book  (it  consists 
of  more  than  8000  lines,  divided  into  two  books  and  many 
branches)  Renart,  in  consequence  of  one  of  his  usual  quarrels 
with  Isengrin,  gets  into  trouble  with  the  king,  and  is  besieged  in 
Maupertuis.  But  the  sense  of  verisimilitude  is  now  so  far  lost, 
that  Maupertuis,  ^nstead  of  being  a  fox's  earth,  is  an  actual  feudal 
castle ;  and  more  than  this,  the  animals  which  attack  and  defend  it 

'  The  neceusry  upression  of  the  genitive  by  dt  is  later  than  this.  Mediaeval 
French  retained  ihe  iollectiim  of  nonns,  thongh  in  a  dilapidated  conditio. 
Froperly  speaking  Raiars  is  the  nominative,  Renart  the  general  inflected  case. 
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are  armed  in  panoply,  ride  horseH,  and  fight  like  knights  of  the 
period.  Besides  this  the  old  familiar  and  homely  personages  are 
mixed  up  with  a  very  strange  set  of  abstractions  in  the  shape  ol 
the  seven  deadly  sins.  All  this  is  curiously  blended  with  re- 
miniscences and  rehandlinga  of  the  older  and  simpler  adventures. 
Another  remarkable  feature  about  Renart  U  Nouvel  is  that  it  is  full 
of  songs,  chiefly  love  songs,  which  are  given  with  the  music, 
Its  descriptions,  though  prolix,  and  injured  by  allegorical  phrases, 
are  sometimes  vigorous. 
The  cycle  was  finally  completed  in  the  second  quarter  of  the 
Benutle  fourteenth  century  by  the  singular  work  or  works 
ContrB(kit.  called  Rtmri  U  Cmtrefail.  This  has,  unfortunately, 
never  been  printed  in  full,  nor  in  any  but  the  most  meagre 
extracts  and  abstracts.  Its  length  is  enormous;  though,  in  the 
absence  of  opportunity  for  examining  it,  it  is  not  easy  to  tell  how 
much  is  common  to  the  three  manuscripts  which  contain  iL  Two 
of  these  are  in  Paris  and  one  in  Vienna,  the  latter  being  appa- 
rently identical  with  one  which  Manage  saw  and  read  in  the 
seventeenth  century.  One  of  the  Parisian  manuscripts  contains 
about  33,000  verses,  the  other  about  19,000;  and  the  Vienna 
version  seems  to  consist  of  from  30,000  to  95,000  lines  of  verse, 
and  about  half  that  number  of  prose.  The  author  (who,  in  so 
far  as  he  was  a  single  person,  appears  to  have  been  a  clerk  of 
Troyes,  in  Champagne)  wrote  it,  as  be  says,  to  avoid  idleness,  and 
seems  to  have  regarded  it  as  a  vast  commonplace  book,  in  which 
to  insert  the  result  not  merely  of  his  satirical  reflection,  but  of  his 
miscellaneous  reading.  A  noteworthy  point  about  this  poem  is 
that  in  one  place  the  writer  expressly  disowns  any  concealment  of  his 
satirical  intention.  His  book,  he  says,  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
kind  of  fox  that  kills  pullets,  has  a  big  brush,  and  wears  a  red 
skin,  but  with  the  fox  that  has  two  hands  and,  what  is  more,  two 
faces  under  one  hood '.      Notwithstanding  this,  however,  there  are 

'  This  li  >  free  translation   of  the  last  line   of  the  original,  which  i«  as 
follows : — 

Pour  renard  qni  g^lines  lae. 
Qui  a  U  ronsse  peaa  vestne, 
Qui  ■  grand  queue  et  quatre  pijt. 
N'est  pas  ce  ILvie  communis ; 
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many  passages  where  the  old  'common  form'  of  the  epic  ia  ob- 
served, and  where  the  old  personages  make  their  appearance. 
Indeed  iheir  former  adventures  are  sometimes  served  up  again 
with  slight  alterations.  Besides  this  there  is  a  certain  number  of 
amusing  stories  and  fabliaux,  the  most  frequently  quoted  of  which 
is  the  tale  of  an  ugly  but  wise  knight  who  married  a  silly  but 
beautiful  girl  in  hopes  of  having  children  uniting  the  advantages 
of  both  parents,  whereas  the  actual  offspring  of  the  union  were  as 
ugly  as  the  father  and  as  silly  as  the  mother.  Combined  with  these 
things  are  numerous  allusions  to  the  grievances  of  the  peasants 
and  burghers  of  the  time  against  ihe  upper  classes,  with  some 
striking  legends  illustrative  thereof,  such  as  the  story  of  a  noble 
dame,  who,  hearing  that  a  vassal's  wife  had  been  buried  in  a  large 
shroud  of  good  stuff,  had  the  body  taken  up  and  seized  the  shroud 
to  make  horsecloths  of.  This  original  matter,  however,  is  drowned 
in  a  deluge  not  merely  of  moralising  but  of  didactic  verse  of  all 
kinds.  The  history  of  Alexander  is  told  in  one  version  by  Reynard 
to  the  lioti  king  in  7000  verses,  and  is  preluded  and  followed  by 
an  account  of  the  history  of  the  world  on  a  scarcely  smaller  scale. 
This  proceeding,  at  least  in  the  Vienna  version,  seems  to  be 
burdensome  even  to  Noble  himself,  who,  at  the  reign  of  Augustus, 
.  suggests  that  Reynard  should  exchange  verse  for  prose,  and  '  com- 
press.' The  warning  cannot  be  said  to  be  unnecessary:  but 
works  as  long  as  Rmart  U  Confrtfait,  and,  as  far  as  it  is  possible 
to  judge,  not  more  interesting,  have  been  printed  of  late  years ; 
and  it  is  very  much  to  be  wished  that  the  publication  of  it  might 
be  undertaken  by  some  competent  scholar. 

Renart  is  not  the  only  bestial  personage  who  was  made  at  this 
tune  a  vehicle  of  satire.     In  the  days  of  Phihppe  le  Bel  a  certsun 
Fran9oi3  de  Rues  composed  a  poem  entitled  Fauvel, 
from  the  name  of  the  hero,  a  kind  of  Centaur,  who 
represents  vice  of  all  kinds.     The  direct  object  of  the  poem  was 
to  attack  the  pope  and  the  clergy. 

Maia  pour  cellui  qui  a  deux  mabt 

Doat  il  sont  en  ct.  si^cle  mains, 

Qui  out  sous  la  chappe  Fanix  Seoiblant. 

Wolf,  Of.  eit.  p.  f. 
The  Cual  altusioa  i»  to  a  peraonage  ot  tbe  Roman  de  la  Rest. 


So  Mediaeval  Literature. 

This  chapter  would  be  incomplete  without  a  reference  to  the 
Ysopet  of  Marie  de  France ',  wWch  may  be  said  to  be  a  link  of 
juncture  between  the  Fabliau  and  the  Roman  du  Rmart.  Ysopet 
(diminutive  of  Aesop)  became  a  comioon  term  in  the  middle  ages 
for  a  collection  of  fables.  There  is  one  known  as  the  Ysoptt  of 
Lyons,  which  has  also  been  published';  but  that  of  Marie  is 
by  far  the  most  important  It  consists  of  103  pieces,  written  in 
octosyllabic  couplets,  with  moralides,  and  a  conclusion  which  informs 
us  that  the  author  wrote  it '  for  the  love  of  Count  William '  (sup- 
posed to  be  Long-Sword),  translating  it  from  an  English  version 
of  a  Latin  translation  of  the  Greek.  Marie's  graceful  style  and 
her  easy  versification  are  very  nodceable  here,  while  her  morals 
are  often  well  deduced  and  sharply  put. 
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CHAPTER  VI. 


EARLY  LYRICS. 


The  lyric  poetry  of  the  middle  ages  in  France  divides  itself 
naturally  into  two  periods,  distinguished  by  very  strongly  marked 
cbaracteristics.  The  end  of  the  thirteenth  century  is  Bulr  >nA 
ibe  dividing  point  in  this  as  in  many  other  branches  L"""'  Ly'o'- 
of  literature.  After  that  we  get  the  extremely  interesting,  if 
artificial,  forms  of  the  Rondeau  and  Ballade,  with  their  many 
varieties  and  congeners.  With  these  we  shall  not  busy  ourselves 
Id  the  present  chapter.  But  the  twelfth  and  thirteenth  centuries 
are  provided  with  a  lyric  growth,  less  perfect  indeed  in  form  than 
that  which  occupied  French  singers  from  Machault  to  Marot, 
but  more  spontaneous,  fuller  of  individuality,  variety,  and  vigour, 
and  scarcely  less  abundant  in  amount. 

Before  the  twelfth  century  we  find  no  traces  of  genuine  lyrical 
work  in  France.  The  ubiquitous  Canlilmae  indeed  Oricina  of 
again  make  their  appearance  in  the  speculations  of  I-yrio. 
literary  historians,  but  here  as  elsewhere  they  have  no  demon- 
strable historical  existence.  Except  a  few  sacred  songs,  some- 
times, as  in  the  case  of  Saint  Eulatie,  in  early  Romance  language, 
sometimes  in  what  the  French  call  langue  farcie,  that  is  to 
say,  a  mixture  of  French  and  Latin,  nothing  regularly  lyrical 
is  found  up  to  the  end  of  the  eleventh  century.  But  soon 
afterwards  lyric  work  becomes  exceedingly  abundant.  This  is 
what  forms  llie  contents  of  Herr  Karl  Bartsch's  delightful  volume 
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of  Romanttn  und  Pastourellm  '.  These  are  the  two  earliest  forms 
of  French  lyric  poetry.  They  are  recognised  by  the 
Troubadour  Raimon  Vidal  as  ihe  special  property 
PMtoupeiiei.  of  the  Noribern  tongue,  and  no  reasonable  pretence 
has  been  put  forward  to  show  that  they  are  other  than  indigenous. 
The  tendency  of  both  is  towards  iambic  rhythm,  but  it  is  not 
exclusively  manifested  as  in  later  verse.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
interesting  things  in  French  literary  history  to  see  how  early 
the  estrangement  of  the  language  from  the  anapaestic  and  dactylic 
measures  natural  to  Teutonic  speech  began  to  declare  itself*. 
These  early  poems  bubble  over  with  natural  gaiety,  their  refrains, 
musical  though  semi-articulate  as  they  are,  are  sweet  and  mani- 
fold in  cadence,  but  the  main  body  of  the  versification  is  either 
Iambic  or  trochaic  (it  was  long  before  the  latter  measure  became 
Infrequent),  and  Ihe  freedom  of  the  ballad-metres  of  England 
and  Germany  is  seldom  present.  The  Romance  differs  in  form 
and  still  more  in  subject  from  the  Pastourelle,  and  both  differ 
very  remarkably  from  the  form  and  manner  of  Proven9al  poetry. 
It  has  been  observed  by  nearly  all  students,  that  the  love-poems 
of  the  latter  language  are  almost  always  at  once  personal  and 
abstract  in  subject  The  Romance  and  the  Pastourelle,  on  the 
contrary,  are  almost  always  dramatic.  They  tell  a  story,  and 
oflen  (though  not  always  in  the  case  of  the  Pastourelle)  they 
tell  it  of  some  one  other  than  the  singer.  The  most  common 
form  of  the  Romance  is  that  of  a  poem  varying  from  twenty 
lines  long  to  ten  times  that  length  and  divided  into  stanzas. 
These  stanias  con»st  of  a  certain  number  (not  usually  less  than 
three  or  more  than  eight)  of  lines  of  equal  length  capped  with 
a  refrain  in  a  different  metre.  By  far  the  best,  though  by  no 
means  Ihe  earliest,  of  them  are  those  of  Audefroy  le  Bastard, 
who,  according  to  the  late  M.  Paulin  Paris,  may  be  fixed  at 
the  beginning  of  the  thirteenth  century,  telling  for  the  most  part 
how  the  course  of  some  impeded  true  love  at  last  ran  smooth. 
They  rank  with  the  very  best  mediaeval  poetry  in  colour,  in 
lively  panting  (A  manners  and  feelings,  and  in  grace  of  versifi- 
cation. 

'  Leipaic,  1870.  '  Sec  Dote  at  end  of  chapter. 
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The  Pastoarelle  is  still  more  uniform  in  subject.  It  invariably 
represents  the  knight  or  the  poet  riding  past  and  seeing  a  fair 
shepherdess  by  his'  road-ade.  He  alights  and  woofl  her  with  or 
without  success.  The  stanzas  are  usually  longer,  and  condst  of 
shorter  lines  than  in  the  Romances,  while  the  refrains  are  more 
usually  meaningless  though  generally  very  musical.  It  is,  however, 
well  to  add  that  the  very  great  diversity  of  metrical  arrangement 
in  this  class  makes  it  impossible  to  give  a  general  description  of  it 
There  are  Pastourelles  consisting  merely  of  four-lined  stanzas  with 
no  refrain  at  all. 

So  various,  notwithstanding  the  simplicity  and  apparent  mo- 
notony of  their  subjects,  are  these  charming  poems,  that  it  is 
difficult  to  give,  by  mere  reading  of  any  one  or  even  of  several,  an 
idea  of  their  beauty.  In  no  part  of  the  literature  of  the  middle 
ages  are  its  lighter  characteristics  more  pleasantly  shown.  The 
childish  freedom  from  care  and  afterthought,  the  half  uncon- 
scious delight  in  the  beauty  of  flowers  and  the  song  of  birds, 
the  innocent  animal  enjoyment  of  fine  weather  and  the  open 
country,  are  nowhere  so  well  represented.  Chaucer  may  give 
English  readers  some  idea  of  all  this,  but  even  Chaucer  is 
sophisticated  in  comparison  with  the  numerous,  and  for  the 
most  part  nameless,  singers  who  preceded  him  by  almost  two 
centuries  in  France.  As  a  purely  formal  and  literary  charac- 
teristic, the  use  of  the  burden  or  refrain  is  perhaps  their  most 
noteworttiy  peculiarity.  Herr  Bartsch  has  collected  five  hundred 
of  these  refrains,  alt  different.  There  is  nothing  like  this  to  be 
found  in  any  other  literature ;  and,  as  readers  of  B^ranger  know, 
the  fashion  was  preserved  in  France  long  after  it  had  been  given 
up  elsewhere. 

After  the  twelfth  century  the  early  lyrical  literature  of  France 
undergoes  some  changes.     In  the  first  place  it  ceases   Thir(«en(h 
to  be  anonymous,  and  individual  singers — some  of     Century, 
them,   like    Thibaut  of  Champagne,    of  very  great   OhauBaain 
merit  and  individuality — make  their  appearance.    In       Lyrio. 
the  second  place  it  becomes  more  varied  but  at  the  same  time 
more  artificial  in  form,  and  exhibits  evident  marks  of  the  com- 
munication between  troubadour  and  trouv^re,  and  of  the  imitation 
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by  the  latter  of  the  stricter  forma  of  Provencal  poetry.  The 
Romance  and  the  Pastourelle  are  still  cultivated,  but  by  their 
side  grow  up  French  versions,  oftcD  adapted  with  considerable 
independence,  of  the  forms  of  the  South '.  Such,  for  instance, 
is  the  ehansen  d'amour,  a  form  less  artfully  regulated  indeed 
than  the  corresponding  canzon  or  sestine  of  the  troubadours, 
but  still  of  some  intricacy.  It  consists  of  five  or  sis  stanzas,  each 
of  which  has  two  interlaced  rhymes,  and  concludes  .with  an 
Envoi,  which,  however,  is  often  omitted.  Chattsonnille!  on  a 
reduced  scale  are  also  found.  In  these  pieces  the  alternation  of 
masculine  and  feminine  rhymes,  which  was  ultimately  to  become 
the  chief  distinguishing  feature  of  French  prosody,  is  observable, 
though  it  is  by  no  means  imiversal.  To  the  Provencal  lemon 
corresponds  the  Jtu  parti  or  verse  dialogue,  which  is  sometimes 
arranged  in  the  form  of  a  Chanson.  The  i^ut  d'amour  is  a 
kind  of  epistle,  sometimes  of  very  great  length  and  usually  in 
octosyllabic  verse,  the  decasyllable  being  more  commonly  used 
in  the  Chanson.  Of  this  the  complainle  is  only  a  variety.  Again, 
the  Provencal  sirvente  is  represented  by  the  northern  servenfyis, 
a  poem  in  Chanson  form,  but  occupied  instead  of  love  with  war, 
satire,  religion,  and  miscellaneous  matters.  It  has  even  been 
doubted  whether  the  serventois  is  not  the  forerunner  of  the  sirvente 
instead  of  the  reverse  being  the  case.  Other  forms  are  motets, 
rolruengts,  aubadei.  Poems  called  rondeaux  and  ballades  also 
make  their  appearance,  but  they  are  loose  in  construction  and 
undecided  in  form.  The  thirteenth  century  is,  moreover,  the 
palmy  time  of  the  Pastourelle.  Most  of  those  which  we  possess 
belong  to  this  period,  and  exhibit  to  the  full  the  already  indicated 
characteristics  of  that  graceful  form.  But  the  lyric  forms  of  the 
thirteenth  century  are  to  some  extent  rather  imitated  than  indi- 

'  This  miscelkneooE  lyric  for  the  most  part  ftwails  pablicatiim.  M.  G.  Riy- 
nand  has  given  a  valuable  Bibliographit  dit  Chansetatitri  Franiais  dts  XIII' 
tt  XIV  siicltl.  1  vols.,  Paris,  I S84.  Also  a  collection  of  »«»';<;.  FaTis,i88i. 
The  Soci^i  des  Ancieai  Textes  has  given  3  vols,  of  lyrics.  M.  Jeanroj's 
Origina  de  la  Peisit  Lyriqui  en  Framt  (Paris,  1889)  ii  ttie  chief  monograph 
on  the  subject,  and  fall  of  varied  information  and  speculation.  It  should  be 
read  with  an  admirable  leview  of  it  by  M.  Guton  Paris,  reprinted  from  the 
Jaumalda  Savants.    Paiia,  1S91. 
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genous,  and  it  is  no  doubt  to  the  fact  of  this  imitation  that  the 
common  ascription  of  general  poetical  priority  to  the  Langue 
d'Oc,  unfounded  as  it  has  been  sufficiently  shown  to  be,  ts  due 
in  the  main.  The  most  courageous  defenders  of  the  North  have 
wished  to  maintain  its  claims  wholly  intact  even  in  this  instance, 
but  probability,  if  not  evidence,  is  against  them. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  number  of  song  writers  from  the  end 
of  the  twelfth  century  to  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  is  ipr^,,  ^f 
extr^nely  large.  M.  Paulin  Paris,  whose  elaborate  Lyrlo  in  th« 
chapter  in  the  Histoire  LitUrairt  is  still  the  great  Thirtesntli 
authority  on  the  subject,  has  enumerated  nearly  O^"*"*^- 
two  hundred,  to  whose  work  have  to  be  added  hundreds  of 
anonymous  pieces.  It  would  seem  indeed  that  during  a  con- 
siderable period  the  practice  of  song  writing  was  almost  as 
incumbent  on  the  French  gentleman  of  the  thirteenth  century 
as  that  of  sonnetteering  on  the  English  gentleman  of  the  six- 
teenth. There  are,  however,  not  a  few  names  which  deserve 
separate  notice.  The  first  of  these  in  point  of  time,  and  not 
the  last  in  point  of  literary  importance,  is  that  of  Quesnes  de 
Bethune,  the  ancestor  of  Sully,  and  himself  a  famous  warrior, 
statesman,  and  poet.  His  epitaph  by  a  poet  not  usually  remark- 
able foe  eloquence'  Is  a  very  striking  one.  It  gives  us  approxi- 
mately the  date  of  his  death,  1224;  and  the  word  vitux  is 
supposed  to  show  that  Quesnes  must  have  been  born  at  least 
as  early  as  the  middle  of  the  twelfth  century.  He  took  part 
in  two  crusades,  that  of  Philip  Augustus  and  that  which  Ville- 
bardouin  has  chronicled.  His  poems '  are  of  all  QiwaiMa  da 
classes,  historical,  satirical,  and  amorous,  some  of  the  Sethmu. 
last  being  addressed  to  Marie,  Countess  of  .Champagne ;  and 
bis  Chansons  are,  in  the  technical  sense,  some  of  the  earliest 
we  possess.  Contemporary  with  Quesnes  apparently  was  the 
personage  who  is  known  under  the  title  of  CbStelain  de  Coucy, 
and  whose  love  for  the  lady  of  Faycl  resnlCed  in  an  interchange 

'  Philippe  Honskb.    Thii  Is  it: 

La  tene  fat  pb  en  cest  an 

Qnar  1i  vienx  Qoanes  estott  mon. 
*  la^k&vi%  Trouvlrtt Blips.  Bninels,i876.  Also  cd.  Willensklold,  1S91. 
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of  very  tender  and  beautiful  verse;  the  poem  known  as  the 
lady's  own  is  one  of  the  very  best  of  its  kind.  Long  afterwards 
lover  and  lady  became  the  hero  and  heroine  of  a  romance, 
which  has  led  some  persons  to  throw  doubt  upon  iheir  historical 
existence,  and  the  Lady  of  Fayel  has  even  been  deprived  of  her 
poem  by  a  well-known  kind  of  criticism.  Of  more  importance 
Thlbant  do  IS  Thibaut  de  Champagne,  King  of  Navarre,  who 
CiMmpaEBe.  is  indeed  the  most  important  single  ^gure  of  early 
French  lyrical  poetry.  He  was  born  in  laoi,  and  died  in  1353. 
His  high  position  as  a  feudal  prince  in  both  north  and  south, 
the  minority  of  St.  Louis,  and  the  intimate  relations  which 
existed  between  the  King's  mother,  Blanche  of  CasCille,  and 
Thibaut,  made  him  the  mark  for  a  good  deal  of  satirical  invec- 
tive. There  is  a  tradition  that  he  was  Blanche's  lover,  the  only 
objection  to  which  is  that  the  Queen  was  thirty  years  hia  senior. 
Thibaut's  poems  have  been  more  than  once  reprinted,  the  last 
edition  bring  that  of  M.  Tarb^ ' ;  this  contains  eighty-one  pieces, 
not  a  few  of  which,  however,  are  probably  the  work  of  others. 
The  majority  of  them  are  Chansons  d' Amour,  of  the  kind  just 
defined.  There  are,  however,  a  good  many  Jeux-Parlis,  and 
a  certain  number  of  nondescript  poems  on  miscellaneous  subjects. 
There  is  more  reason  for  the  common  opinion  which  attributes 
to  Thibaut  the  marriage  of  the  poetical  qualities  of  northern 
and  southern  France,  than  the  mere  fact  of  his  having  been 
both  Count  of  Champagne  and  King  of  Navarre.  His  poems 
have  in  reality  something  of  the  freshness  and  the  individuaUty 
of  the  Trouv^res,  mised  with  a  great  deal  of  the  formal  grace 
aiid  elegance  of  the  Troubadours. 

Besides  Thibaut  there  are  not  a  few  other  song  writers  of 
the  thirteenth  century,  who  rise  out  of  the  crowd  named  by 
M.  Paulin  Paris.  Some  of  these,  as  might  be  expected,  are 
famous  for  their  achievements  in  other  departments  of  literature. 
Minor  Such  are  Adam  de  la  Hatle,  Jean  Bodel,  Guyot 
Singera.  de  Provins.  There  are,  however,  two,  Gacc  Bral^ 
and  Colin  Muset,  who  survive  solely  but  worthily  as  song  writers. 

'  Rbdni,  185;. 
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Gace  BruM  was  a  knight  of  Champagne,  Colin  Muset  a  pro- 
fessed minstrel  The  former  chiefly  composed  sentimental  work ; 
(he  latter,  with  the  proverbial  or  professional  gaiety  of  tiis 
class,  <]rev' nearer  to  the  satirical  tone  of  the  Fabliau  writers. 
His  best-known  and  most  usuallj'  quoted  work  describes  the 
different  welcome  which  he  receives  from  his  family  on  his  return 
from  professional  tours,  according  to  the  success  or  ill-success 
with  which  he  has  met.  Two  other  poets,  Adam  de  la  Halle 
and  Rutebceuf,  are  far  more  prominent  in  literary  history.  Adam 
de  la  Halle '  bore  the  surname  of  '  Le  Bossu  d'Arras,'  Adun  da  U 
from  his  native  town,  though  the  term  hunchback  HbU«. 
seems  to  have  bad  no  literal  application  to  him.  His  exact 
date  is  not  known,  but  it  must  probably  have  been  from  the 
founh  to  the  ninth  decade  of  the  thirteenth  century.  His 
dramatic  works,  which  are  of  signal  importance,  will  be  noticed 
elsewhere.  But  besides  these  he  has  left  some  seventy  or  eighty 
lyrical  pieces  of  one  kind  or  another.  Adam's  life  was  not  un- 
eventful; he  was  at  first  a  monk,  but  left  his  convent  and 
married.  Then  he  proved  as  faithless  to  his  temporal  as  he  had 
been  to  his  spiritual  vows.  He  lampooned  his  wife,  his  family, 
his  townsmen,  and,  shaking  the  dust  of  Arras  from  his  feel, 
retired  first  to  Doud  and  then  to  the  court  of  Robert  of  Artois, 
whom  he  accompanied  to  Italy.  He  died  in  that  country  about 
1188.  The  style  of  Adam  de  la  Halle  varies  from  the  coarsest 
satire  to  the  most  graceful  tenderness. 

Rutebceuf  (whose  name  appears  to  be  a  nickname  only)  has 
been  more  fortunate  than  most  of  the  poets  of  early    —      .       - 
France  in  leaving  a  considerable  and  varied  work 
behind  him,  and  in  having  it  well  and  collectively  edited*.     Little 
or  nothing,  however,  is  known  about  him,  except  from  allusions 
in  his  own  verse.    He  was  probably  born  about  1330;  he  was 

'  The  mott  convenient  place  to  look  (or  Adam's  history  and  work  ii  Le 
TkiAIrt  Franiaii  an  Moyen  Age.  Pai  Monmerqui  el  Michel.  Paris,  1874. 
Iliere  ate  also  separate  editions  of  him  by  Coussemaker,  and  more  recently  by 
A.  Rambeaa.     Marburg,  iS86. 

*  By  A.  Jnlnnat.  >nd  edition.  3  vol*.  Paris,  1874.  Also  ed.  Kressner, 
WoUenbiUtel,  iSSfi. 
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certainly  married  in  ,1360;  there  is  no  allusion  in  his  poems 
to  any  event  later  than  1285.  By  birth  he  may  have  been 
either  a  Burgundian  or  a  Parisian.  His  work  which,  as  has 
been  said,  is  not  inconsiderable  in  volume,  falls  into  three 
well-marked  divisions  in  point  of  subject.  The  first  consists  of 
personal  and  of  comic  poems ;  the  second  of  poems  sometimes 
satirical,  sometimes  panegyrical,  on  public  personages  and  events ; 
the  third,  which  is  apparendy  with  reason  assigned  to  the  latest 
period  of  his  life,  of  devotional  poems.  In  the  first  division  La 
PauvreU  Rulthaeuf,  Lt  Manage  Ruielauf,  etc.,  are  complaints 
of  his  woeful  condition;  complaints,  however,  in  which  there  is 
nearly  as  much  satire  as  appeal.  Others,  such  as  Rtnart  U 
Btstourn/,  Lt  Dit  dts  Cordeliers,  Frirt  Denisi,  Le  Dtt  de  VErbtrie, 
are  poems  of  the  Fabliau  kind.  In  all  these  there  are  many 
lively  strokes  of  satire,  and  not  a  little  of  the  reckless  gaiety, 
chequered  here  and  there  with  deeper  feeling,  which  has  always 
been  a  characteristic  of  a  certain  number  of  French  poets. 
RutebcenTs  sarcasm  is  especially  directed  towards  the  monastic 
orders.  The  second  class  of  poems,  which  is  numerous,  displays 
a  more  elevated  strain  of  thought.  Many  of  these  poems  are 
complaintes  or  elaborate  elegies  (oflen  composed  on  commission) 
for  distinguished  persons,  such  as  Geoflfroy  de  Sarglnes  and 
Guillaume  de  Saint  Amour.  Others,  such  as  the  Complainie 
d'Oulrejner,  the  Complainie  de  CotulantinopU,  the  Dit  de  la  Vote 
de  Tunes,  the  B/ial  du  Crois/  el  du  D/crois/,  are  comments  on 
the  politics  and  history  of  the  time,  for  the  most  part  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  crusading  spirit,  and  reproachin;;:  the  nobiliQ'  of 
France  with  their  degeneracy.  'Mort  sont  Ogier  et  Charlemagne' 
is  an  often-quoted  exclamation  of  Rutebteuf  in  this  sense.  The 
third  class  includes  La  Mori  Rukbauf,  otherwise  La  Repentance 
Rulehontf,  La  Vote  de  Paradis,  various  poems  to  the  Virgin, 
the  lives  of  St.  Mary  of  Egypt  and  St.  Elizabeth  of  Hungary, 
and  the  miracle  play  of  ThdophiU.  Rutebosufs  favourite  metres 
are  either  the  continuous  octosyllabic  couplet,  or  else  a  stanza 
composed  of  an  octosyllabic  couplet  and  a  line  of  four  syllables, 
the  termination  of  the  latter  being  caught  up  by  the  succeeding 
couplet. 
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Tboagh  he  has  less  of  the  '  lyrical  ay '  ihan  some  others,  he 
is  perhaps  the  most  vigorous  poet  of  his  time. 

There  is  one  division  of  early  poetry  which  may  also  be  noticed 
under  this  head,  though  it  is  sometimes  dealt  with  as  a  kind  of 
miniature  epic.  This  is  the  tai,  a  term  which  is  Zi&u.  ic«rje 
used  in  old  French  poetry  with  two  different  aignifi-  ^  Fwnoo. 
cations.  The  Trouv^res  of  the  thiiteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries 
made  of  it  a  regular  lyrical  form.  But  the  most  famous  of  its 
examples,  those  which  now  pass  under  the  name  of  Marie  de 
France,  are  narrative  poems  in  octosyllabic  verse  and  varying 
in  length  considerably.  It  is  agreed  that  the  term  and  the  thing 
are  of  Breton  origin ;  and  the  opinicm  which  seems  most  probable 
is  that  the  word  originally  had  reference  rather  to  the  style  of 
music  with  which  the  harper  accompanied  bis  verse,  than  to  the 
measure,  arrangement,  or  subject  of  the  latter.  As  to  Marie 
herself',  nothing  is  known  about  her  with  certainty.  She  lived 
in  England  in  the  reign  of  Henry  III,  and  often  gives  English 
equivalents  for  her  French  words.  The  !m's  which  we  possess, 
written  by  her  and  attributed  to  her,  are  fourteen  in  number. 
They  bear  the  titles  of  Gugemer,  Equitan,  Le  Fremt,  Le  Bit- 
claverel,  Lanval,  Let  Deux  Aman/s,  Ytiimtc,  Le  Laustic,  Miltm, 
Le  ChaiUvet,  Le  CMvrefeuilk,  Eliduc,  Graalent  and  L'Espine. 
Mr.  O'Shaughnessy  has  paraphrased  several  of  these  in  English'; 
they  are  all  narrative  in  character.  Their  distinguishing  features 
are  Suent  and  melodious  versiGcation,  pure  and  graceful  language 
— among  the  purest  and  most  graceful,  though  decidedly  Norman 
in  character,  of  the  time — true  poetical  feeling,  and  a  lively 
faculty  of  invention  and  description.  After  Marie  there  was  a 
tendency  to  approximate  the  lot  to  the  Proven9al  descort,  and 
at  last,  as  we  have  said,  it  acquired  rules  and  a  form  quite  alien 
from  those  of  its  earlier  examples.    There  is  a  general  though 


'  Ed.  Roquefort,  l  vols.  Faril,  lEiO.  The  first  volume  contains  (he  Uys; 
the  latei  the  &blei,  which  haie  been  noticed  in  the  last  ch>ptcr.  Later  edition, 
Wamkc.  Halle,  18S5.  Marie  also  wrote  a  poem  on  the  Fiirgatoiy  of  St.  Patrick. 
Three  olfaer  lays,  Tiderel,  Gringamary  and  TMel  hxn  been  attributed  to  her, 
and  are  printed  in  Evnumia,  vol.  viii. 

'  Lays  e/  France.    London,  1871. 
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not  a  universal  inclination  to  melancholy  of  subject  in  the  early 
lays,  a  few  of  which  aie  anonymous. 
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CHAPTER  VII. 

SERIOUS  AND  ALLEGORICAL  POETRY. 

Im  consequence  of  the  slowness  with  which  prose  was  need  for 
any  regular  literary  purpose  in  France,  verse  continued  to  do  duty 
for  it  until  a  comparatively  late  period  in  almost  all  departments  of 
literature.  By  the  very  earliest  years  of  the  twelfth  century,  and 
probably  much  earlier  (though  we  have  no  certain  evidence  of  this 
latter  fact),  documents  of  all  kinds  began  to  be  written  in  verse  of 
various  forms.  Among  the  earliest  serious  verse  that  was  written 
rank,  as  we  niight  expect,  verse  chronicles.  It  was  not  till  i  zoo  at 
soonest  that  long  translations  from  the  Latin  in  French  prose  were 
made,  but  such  translations,  and  original  works  as  well,  were  written 
in  French  verse  much  earlier. 

The  rhymed  Chronicles  were  numerous,  but,  with  rare  ex- 
ceptions, they  cannot  be  said  to  be  of  any  very  great  vmib 
literary  importance.  Whether  they  were  imitated  ciiroiiioiM. 
directly  from  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  or  vice  versa,  is  a  question 
which,  as  it  happens,  can  be  settled  without  difficulty.  For  they 
are  almost  all  in  octosyllabic  couplets,  a  metre  certainly  later  than 
the  assonanced  decasyllables  of  the  earliest  Chansons.  The  latter 
form  and  the  somewhat  later  dodecasyllable  or  Alexandrine  are 
rarely  used  for  Verse  Chronicles,  the  most  remarkable  exception 
being  the  spirited  Combat  des  Trente ',  which  is  however  very  late, 
and  the  Ckroniqtu  de  du  Gutsdin  of  the  same  date.  There  are 
earlier  examples  of  history  in  Alexandrines  (some  are  found  in 
the  twelfth  century,  such  as  the  account  of  Henry  the  Second's 
Scotch  Wars  by  Jordan  Fantome,  Chancellor  of  the  diocese  of 
Winchester),  but  they  are  not  numerous  or  important.     It  is  not 

'  This  ii  in  accoont  of  the  battle  of  thirty  EniglishmcD  and  thirty  Bretons  in 
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unworthy  of  notice  that  the  majority  of  the  early  Verse  Chronicles 
are  English  or  Anglo-Norman.  The  first  of  importance  is  that 
of  Geoflfrey  Gaymar,  whose  Chronicle  of  English  history  was 
written  about  1146.  Gaj-mar  was  followed  by  a  much  better 
known  writer,  the  Jerseyman  Wace*,  who  not  only,  as  has  been 
mentioned,  versified  Geoffrey  of  Monmouth  into  the  Brut*,  but 
produced  the  important  Roman  de  Jiou',  giving  the  history  of 
the  Dukes  of  Normandy  and  of  the  Conquest  of  England.  The 
date  of  the  Brul  is  1155,  of  the  Rou  1160.  This  latter  is  the 
better  of  the  two,  though  Wace  was  not  a  great  poet.  It  consists 
chiefly  of  octosyllabics,  with  a  curious  insertion  of  Alesandnnes 
in  rhymed  not  assonanced  lai'sses.  Wace  was  followed  by  Benoist 
de  Ssunte-More,  who  extended  his  Chronicle  of  the  Dukes  of 
Normandy  to  more  than  forty  thousand  verses.  The  '  Life  of 
St.  Thomas'  (Becket),  by  Gamier  de  Pont  St.  Maxence,  also 
deserves  notice,  as  does  an  anonymous  poem  on  the  English 
wars  in  Ireland*.  But  the  most  interesting  of  this  group  is  prob- 
ably the  history'  of  William  Marshal,  Earl  of  Pembroke,  who  died 
in  1219  and  who  during  his  life  played  a  great  part  in  England. 
It  abounds  in  passages  of  historical  interest  and  literary  value. 
During  the  thineenth  and  fourteenth  centuries,  the  practice  of 
writing  history  in  verse  gradually  died  out,  yet  some  of  the  most 
important  examples  date  from  this  time.  Such  are  the  Chronicles 
of  Philippe  Mouakfes  ',  a  Fleming,  in  more  than  thirty  thousand 
verses,  extending  from  the  Siege  of  Troy  to  the  year  1243.  Mous- 
kfes  is  of  some  importance  in  literary  history,  because  of  the  great 
extent  to  which  he  has  drawn  on  the  Chansons  de  Gestcs  for  his 
information.  In  1304  Guillaume  Guiart,  a  native  of  Orleans, 
wrote  in  twelve  thousand  verses  a  Chronicle  of  the  thirteenth 


'  There  Is,  it  appears,  no  antbority  for  calling  him  Robert. 

'  Wace's  Bml  is  not  the  only  one.    The  title  became  common. 

'  Ed.  Aniresen.     1  toIs.    Heilbroan,  1877-1879. 

'  The  Song  of  Dirmot  and  thi  Earl.  Ed.  Oipen.  Oxford,  1891  r  Giraiei 
(ed.  Hippean,  Paris,  1S59)  has  been  very  highly  (I  think,  extravigantlj')  praised 
by  lonie.    The  Irish  poem  is  full  of  vigour. 

*  Ed.  P.  Meyer  (SocJeli  de  I'Histoire  de  France). 

•  E(l.  Reiffenberg.    BrMsels,  1835-18+5. 
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century,  including  a  few  years  earlier  and  later.  There  are  a  large 
number  of  other  Verse  Chronicles,  but  few  of  them  are  of  much 
importance  historically,  and  fewer  still  of  any  literary  interest. 

Histoiy,  however,  was  by  no  means  the  only  serious  subject 
which  took  this  incongruous  form  in  the  middle  ages.  The 
amount  of  miscellaneous  verse  written  during  the  period  between 
the  end  of  the  eleventh  and  the  beginning  of  the  fifieenth  century 
is  indeed  enormous.  Only  a  very  small  portion  of  it  has  ever  been 
printed,  and  the  mere  summary  description  of  the  manuscripts 
which  contain  it  is  as  yet  far  from  complete.  If  it  be  said  generally 
that,  during  the  greater  part  of  these  three  hundred  years,  the  first 
impulse  of  any  one  who  wished  to  write,  no  matter  on  what  subject, 
was  to  write  in  verse,  and  tfaat  the  popular  notion  of  the  want  of 
literary  tastes  in  the  middle  ages  is  utterly  mistaken,  some  idea 
may  be  formed  of  the  vast  extent  of  literature,  poetical  in  form, 
which  was  then  produced.  Much  no  doubt  of  this  literature  is  not 
in  the  least  worthy  of  detailed  notice ;  much,  whether  worthy  or 
not,  must  from  mere  considerations  of  space  and  proportion  remdn 
unnoticed  here.  What  is  possible,  is  to  indicate  briefly  the  chief 
forms,  authors,  and  subjects,  which  fell  under  the  beading  of  this 
chapter,  and  to  give  a  somewhat  detailed  account  of  the  great 
serious  poem  of  mediaeval  France,  the  Roman  de  la  Rose.  Pecu- 
liarities of  metre  and  so  forth  will  be  indicated  where  it  is  necessary, 
but  it  may  be  said  generally  that  the  great  mass  of  this  literature  is 
in  octosyUabic  couplets. 

It  has  already  been  observed  in  discussing  the  Fabliaux  that  the 
first  enquirers  into  old  French  literature  were  led  to  include  a  very 
miscellaneous  assortment  of  poems  under  that  head ;  and  it  may 
now  be  added  that  this  miscellaneous  assortment  with 
much  else  constitutes   the  farrago   of  the  present     Ml»o^l*- 
chapter.    The  two  great  poems  of  the  Roman  du  rioai  Verse. 
Renart  and  the  Roman  4e  la  Rose  stand  as  repre- 
sentatives of  the  more  or  less  serious  poetry  of  the  time,  and 
everything  else  may  be  said  to  be  included  between  them.    Be- 
ginning nearest  to  the  Roman  da  Renart  and  its  kindred  Fabliaux, 
we  find  a  vast  number  of  half-satirical  s^les  of  poetry,  many,  if 
not  most  of  them,  known  (according  to  what  has  been  noted  in 
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the  preface  as  characteristic  of  mediaeval  literature)  by  distinctive 
form-names.  Of  these  dtfs  and  d^bals  have  already  been  noticed, 
but  it  is  not  easy  to  give  a  notion  of  the  number  of  the  existing 
examples,  or  of  the  extraordinary  diversity  of  subjects  to  which  both, 
and  especially  the  dils,  extend. .  Perhaps  some  estimate  may  be 
formed  from  the  fact  that  the  dtU  of  three  Flemish  poets  alone, 
Baudouio  de  Cond^,  Jean  de  Cond^,  and  Watriquet  de  Couvin, 
fill  four  stout  octavo  volumes*.  The  subjects  of  these  and  of 
the  large  number  of  dils  composed  by  other  writers  and  anony- 
mous are  almost  innumerable.  The  earliest  are  for  the  most  part 
umple  enumerations  of  the  names  of  streets,  of  street  cries,  of 
guilds,  of  coins,  and  such-like  things.  By  degrees  they  become 
more  definitely  didactic,  and  at  last  allegorical  moralising  masters 
them  as  it  does  almost  every  other  kind  of  poetry  in  the  fourteenth 
century.  The  d^bal,  sometimes  called  dispute,  or  bataille,  is  an 
easily  understood  variety  of  the  dil.  Rutebceuf's  principal  d^l 
has  been  named;  another  in  a  less  serious  spirit  is  that  between 
Chariot  tl  U  Barlitr.  There  is  a  Bataille  dts  Vim,  a  Bataille  de 
Carlme  et  dt  Ckarnage,  a  D^bat  dt  SHiver  et  t^ti,  etc.,  etc.  Another 
name  much  used  for  half-satirical,  half-didactic  verse  was  that  of 
Bible,  of  which  the  most  famous  (probably  because  it  was  the  first 
known)  is  that  of  Guyot  de  Provins, — a  violent  onslaught  on  (he 
powers  that  were  in  Church  and  State  by  a  discontented  monk. 
Testaments  of  the  satirical  kind,  chiefly  noteworthy  for  the  bril- 
liant use  which  Villon  made  of  the  tradition  of  composing  them, 
resvtries  and  /atrasies  (nonsense  poems  with  a  more  or  less  sati- 
rical drift),  parodies  of  the  offices  of  the  Church,  of  its  sermons, 
of  the  miracle  plays,  are  the  chief  remaining  divisions  of  the  poetry 
which,  under  2  light  and  scoffing  envelope,  conceals  a  serious 
purpose. 

Such  things  have  at  all  times  been  composed  in  .verse,  and  the 
reiison  is  sufficiently  obvious.  In  the  first  place,  the  intention  of 
the  writers  is  to  a  certain  extent  masked,  and  in  the  second,  die 
reader's  attention  is  attracted.  But  the  middle  ages  by  no  means 
confined  the  use  of  verse  to  such  cases.  Downright  instmctbn  was, 
as  often  as  not,  the  object  of  the  verse  writer  in  those  days.  The 
>  Ed.  Schiler,    Brasseli.  i866-i8fia. 


Ch.  vii.]  Serious  and  AUegorual  Poetry.  65 

earliest,  and  as  such  the  most  curious  of  didactic  poems,  are  those 
of  Philippe  de  Thaun,  an  Englishman  of  Nonnan  ex- 
traction, who  wrote  in  the  early  part  of  the  twelfUi     DldMtla 
century.     His  works  are  a  Comput,  or  Chronological     ~^,"' 
Treatise   (1119),  dedicated  to  an  uncle,  who  was    da  u-haun. 
chaplain   to  Hugh  Bigod,  Earl  of  Norfolk,  and  a 
Bestiary,  or  Zoological  Catalogue  (11 30),  dedicated  to  Adela  of 
Louvain,  the  wife  of  Henry  the  First.   These  poems,  written  before 
the  vogue  of  the  versified  Arthurian  Romances  had  consecrated 
the  octosyllable,  are  in  couplets  of  six  syllables. 

Bestiaries  and  Compuls  (the  French  tide  of  the  Chronologies) 
were  for  some  time  the  favourites  with  didactic  verse  writers,  but 
before  long  the  whole  encyclopaedia,  as  it  was  then  understood, 
was  turned  into  verse,  Astrology,  hunting,  geography,  law,  medi- 
cine, history,  the  art  of  war,  all  had  their  treatises;  and  latterly 
Tr/sors,  at  complete  popular  educators,  as  they  would  be  called 
nowadays,  were  composed,  the  best-known  of  which  is  that  of 
Walter  of  Metz  in  1245. 

All,  or  almost  all,  these  works,  written  as  they  were  in  an  age 
sincerely  pious,  if  somewhat  grotesque  in  its  piety,  and  theoretically 
moral,  if  somewhat  loose  in  its  practice,  contained  koj^i  uid 
not  only  abundant  moralising,  but  also  more  or  less  ThsoloKteal 
theolc^  of  the  mystical  kind.  It  would  therefore  *o»»o- 
have  been  strange  if  ethics  and  theology  themselves  had  wanted 
special  exponents  in  verse.  Before  the  middle  of  the  twelfth  cen- 
tury Samson  of  Nanteuil  (again  an  Englishman  by  residence)  had 
versified  the  Proverbs  of  Solomon,  and  in  the  latter  half  of  the 
same  century  vernacular  lives  of  the  saints  begin  to  be  numerous. 
Perhaps  the  most  popular  of  these  was  the  legend  oS  Barlaam  and 
Josaphat,  of  which  the  fullest  poetical  form  has  been  left  us  by  an 
English  trouv&re  of  the  thirteenth  century  named  Chardry,  by 
\rtiom  we  have  also  a  verse  rendering  o(  the  '  Seven  Sleepers,'  and 
some  other  poems '.  Somewhat  earlier,  Hermann  of  Valenciennes 
was  a  fertile  author  of  this  sort  of  work,  composing  a  great  Bible 
dt  Sapience  or  versification  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  a  large  number 
of  lives  of  saints.  Of  books  of  Eastern  origin,  one  of  the  most 
■  Well  edited  b;  Koch.     Heilbronn,  jE;^. 


66  Mediaeval  Literature.  [Bk.  I. 

important  was  the  Catlotemml  d'un  Pen  &  son  Fitt,  which  comes 
from  the  Panehatattira,  though  not  directly.  The  translated  work 
had  great  vogue,  and  set  the  example  of  other  Castoiemenit  or 
warnings.  The  monk  Helinand  at  the  end  of  the  twelfth  ceDtury 
composed  a  poem  on  '  Death,'  and  a  vast  number  of  similar  poems 
might  be  mentioned.  The  commonest  perhaps  of  all  is  a.  dialogue 
Des  trots  Moris  el  des  trots  Vi/s,  which  exists  in  an  astonishing 
number  of  variants.  Gradually  the  tone  of  all  this  work  becomes 
more  and  more  allegorical.  Dreams,  Mirrors,  Castles,  such  as  the 
'Castle  of  Seven  Flowers,'  a  poem  on  the  virtues,  make  their 
appearance. 

The  question  of  the  origin  of  this  habit  of  allegorising  and  personi- 
fication is  one  which  has  been  often  incidentally  discussed  by  lite- 
AUesoriaki  rary  historians,  but  which  has  never  been  exhaustively 
'*""-  treated.  It  is  certain  that,  at  a  very  early  period  in 
the  middle  ^es,  it  makes  its  appearance,  though  it  is  not  in  AilI 
flourishing  until  the  thirteenth  century.  It  seems  to  have  been  a 
reflection  in  light  literature  of  the  same  attitude  of  mind  which  led  to 
the  development  of  the  scholastic  philosophy,  and,  as  in  the  case 
of  that  philosophy,  Byzantine  and  Eastern  influences  may  have  been 
at  work.  Certain  it  is  that  in  some  of  the  later  Greek  romances  * 
something  very  like  the  imagery  of  the  Roman  de  la  Rose  is  dis- 
coverable. Perhaps,  however,  we  need  not  look  further  than  to 
the  natural  result  of  leisure,  mental  activity,  and  literary  skill, 
working  upon  a  very  small  stock  of  positive  knowledge,  and  re- 
strained by  circumstances  within  a  very  narrow  range  of  employ- 
ment However  this  may  be,  the  allegorising  habit  manifests  itself 
recognisably  enough  in  French  literature  towards  the  close  of  the 
twelfth  century.  In  the  M&augis  dt  PorlUsguei  of  Raoul  de 
Houdenc,  the  passion  for  arguing  out  abstract  questions  of  love- 
lore  is  exemplified,  and  in  the  Roman  des  EUs  of  the  same  author 
the  knightly  virtues  are  definitely  personified,  or  at  least  allegorised. 
At  the  same  time  some  at  all  events  of  the  Troubadours,  especially 
Peiie  Wilhem,  carried  the  practice  yet  further.  Merci,  Pudeur, 
Layout/,  are  introduced  by  that  poet  as  persons  whom  he  met  as 
he  rode  on  his  travels.  In  Thibaut  de  Champagne  a  still  further 
*  See  especially  Hysminias  and  Hysmint. 
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advance  was  made.  The  representative  poem  of  this  allegorical 
literuture,  and  moreover  one  of  the  most  remarkable  composi- 
tions furnished  by  the  mediaeval  period  in  France,  is  The  Boman 
■&vt  Roman  dt  la  Rose*.  It  is  doubtful  whether  any  other  daUBoae. 
poem  of  such  a  length  has  ever  attained  a  popularity  so  wide  and 
so  enduring.  Th«  Roman  dt  la  Rose  extends  Co  more  than  twenty 
thousand  lines,  and  is  written  in  a  very  peculiar  style ;  yet  it 
maintained  its  vogue,  not  merely  in  France,  but  throughout  Europe, 
for  nearly  three  hundred  years  from  the  date  of  its  commencement, 
and  for  more  than  two  hundred  from  that  of  its  conclusion.  The 
history  of  the  composition  of  the  poem  is  singular.  It  was  begun 
by  William  of  Lorris,  of  whom  little  or  nothing  is  known,  but 
whose  work  must,  so  far  as  it  is  easy  to  make  out,  have  been  done 
before  1340,  and  is  sometimes  fised  at  1337.  This  portion  extends 
to  4670  lines,  and  ends  quite  abruptly.  About  forty  years  later, 
Jean  de  Meung,  or  Clopinel,  afterwards  one  of  Philippe  le  Bel's  paid 
men  of  letters,  continued  it  without  preface,  taking  up  William 
of  Lorris'  cne,  and  extended  it  to  23,817  verses,  preserving 
the  metre  and  some  of  tlie  personages,  but  entirely  altering  ihe 
spirit  of  the  treatment  The  importance  of  the  poem  requires 
that  such  brief  analysis  as  space  will  allow  shall  be  given  here. 
Its  general  import  is  sufficiently  indicated  by  the  headings — 

Ci  est  le  Kommuit  de  la  Rose 

Oil  I'art  d'uDoii  «t  tote  enclose; 

thoDgh  the  rage  for  allegory  induced  its  readers  to  moralise 
even  its  allegorical  character,  and  to  indulge  in  various  far-fetched 
explanations  of  it.  In  the  twentieth  year  of  his  age,  the  author 
ays,  he  fell  asleep  and  dreamed  a  dream.  He  had  left  the  city  on 
a  fair  May  morning,  and  walked  abroad  till  he  came  to  a  garden 
fimced  in  with  a.  high  wall.  On  the  wall  were  portrayed  figures. 
Hatred,  Fdlonnie,  Villonie,  Covetousness,  Avarice,  Envy,  Sadness, 
Old  Age,  PapelardteCiiypocnay),  Poverty — all  of  which  are  described 
at  length.  He  strives  to  enter  in,  and  at  last  finds  a  barred  wicket  at 
which  he  is  admitted  by  Dame  Oiseuse  (Leisure),  who  tells  him  that 
D^duit  (I>elight)  and  hts  company  are  within.     He  finds  the  com- 

I  Ed.  F.  Michel.     >  volt.    Pari*,  1S64. 
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pany  dancing  and  singing,  Dame  Liesse  (Enjoyment)  being  the 
chief  songstress,  wliile  Courtesy  greets  him  and  invites  him  to  take 
part  in  the  festival.  The  god  of  love  himself  is  then  described, 
with  many  of  his  suite — Beauty,  Riches,  etc  A  further  description 
of  the  garden  leads  to  the  fountain  of  Narcissus,  whose  story  is 
told  at  length.  By  this  ttie  author,  who  is  thencefortti  called  the 
lover,  sees  and  covets  a  rosebud.  But  thorns  and  thistles  bar 
his  way  to  it,  and  the  god  of  love  pierces  him  with  his  arrows.  He 
does  homage  to  the  god,  who  accepts  his  service  and  addresses  a 
long  discourse  to  him  on  his  future  duties  and  conduct.  The 
prospect  somewhat  alarms  him,  when  a  new  personage.  Be!  Acueil 
(Gracious  Reception),  comes  up  and  tenders  his  services  to  the 
lover,  the  god  having  disappeared.  Almost  immediately,  however, 
Dangler '  makes  his  appearance,  and  drives  both  the  lover  and  Bel 
Acueil  out  of  the  garden.  As  the  former  is  bewailing  his  fate, 
Reason  appears  and  remonstrates  with  him.  He  persists  in  his 
desire,  and  parleys  with  Dangler,  both  directly  and  by  ambas- 
sadors, so  that  in  the  end  he  is  brought  back  by  Bel  Acueil  into 
the  garden  and  allowed  to  see  but  not  to  touch  the  rose.  Venus 
comes  to  his  aid,  and  he  is  furlher  allowed  to  kiss  it  At  this, 
however.  Shame,  Jealousy,  and  other  evil  agents  reproach  Dangier. 
'  Bel  Acueil  is  immured  in  a  tower,  and  the  lover  is  once  more 
driven  forth. 

Here  the  poition  due  to  William  of  Lorris  ends.  Its  main 
characteristics  have  been  indicated  by  this  sketch,  except  that 
the  extreme  beauty  and  grace  of  the  lavish  descriptions  which 
enclose  and  adorn  the  somewhat  commonplace  allegory  perforce 
escape  analysis.  It  is  in  these  descriptions,  and  in  a  certain 
tenderness  and  elegance  of  general  thought  and  expression, 
that  the  charm  of  the  poem  lies,  and  this  is  very  considerable. 
The  deficiency  of  action,  however,  and  the  continual  allegorising 

'  Dangier  is  not  eiictly  'danger.'  To  be  '  en  dangier  de  qoelqn'nn '  is  to  be 
'in  somebody's  power.'  Dangier  is  supposed  to  stand  for  the  goardian  ol 
the  beloTcd,  &tber,  brother,  husband,  etc.  This  at  least  has  been  the  nsnal 
interpcetatioD,  aod  seems  to  me  to  be  mnch  (he  moie  protiable.  M.  Gaitoo 
Paris,  however,  and  otheis,  see  in  Dangier  the  natural  coyness  and  lesittance 
of  the  beloved  object,  not  any  ettemal  inflnence. 
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threaten  to  make  it  monotonous  had  it  been  much  longer  con- 
tinued in  the  same  strain. 

It  ia  unlikely  that  it  was  this  consideration  which  determined 
Jean  de  Meung  to  adopt  a  different  style.  In  his  time  literature 
was  already  agitated  by  violent  social,  political,  and  religiotts 
debates,  and  the  treasures  of  classical  learning  were  becoming 
more  and  more  commonly  known.  But  prose  had  not  yet  become 
a  common  literary  vehicle,  save  for  history,  oratory,  and  romance, 
nor  bad  the  duty  of  treating  one  thing  at  a  time  yet  impressed 
itself  strongly  tipon  authors.  Jean  de  Meung  was  satirically  dis- 
posed, was  accomplished  in  all  the  learning  of  his  day,  and  had 
urong  political  opinions.  He  determined  accordingly  to  make  the 
poem  of  Lorris,  which  was  in  all  probability  already  popular,  the 
vehicle  of  liis  thoughts. 

in  doing  this  he  lakes  up  the  story  as  his  predecessor  had  left  it, 
at  the  point  where  the  lover,  deprived  of  the  support  of  Be!  Acueil, 
and  with  the  suspicions  of  Dangier  thoroughly  aroused  against  him, 
lies  despairing  without  the  walls  of  the  dehghtliil  garden.  Reason 
is  once  more  introduced,  and  protests  as  before,  but  in  a  different 
lone  and  much  more  lengthily.  She  preaches  the  disadvantages 
of  love  in  a  speech  nearly  four  hundred  lines  long,  followed  by 
another  double  the  length,  and  then  by  a  dialogue  in  which  the 
lover  takes  his  share.  The  difference  of  manner  is  felt  at  once. 
The  allegory  is  kept  up  after  a  fashion,  but,  instead  of  the  graceful 
fantasies  of  William  of  Lorris,  the  staple  matter  is  either  sharp  and 
satirical  views  of  actual  life,  or  else  examples  drawn  indifferently 
from  sacred  and  profane  history.  One  speech  of  Reason's,  a 
thousand  lines  in  length,  consists  of  a  collection  of  instances  of  this 
kind  showing  the  mobility  of  fortune.  At  length  she  leaves  the 
lover  as  she  found  him,  '  melancoUeux  et  dolant,'  but  unconvinced. 
Amis  (the  friend),  who  has  appeared  for  a  moment  previously,  now 
reappears,  and  comforts  him,  also  at  great  length,  dwelling  chiefly 
«i  the  ways  of  women,  concerning  which  much  scandal  is  talked. 
The  scene  with  Reason  had  occupied  nearly  two  thousand  lines; 
that  with  Amis  extends  to  double  that  length,  so  that  Jean  de 
Meung  had  already  excelled  his  predecessor  in  this  respect. 
Profiting   by  the   coimsel   he  has   received,  the  lover  addresses 
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himself  to  Riches,  who  guards  the  way,  but  fruitlesdy.  The  god 
of  Love,  however,  takes  pity  on  him  (slightly  ridiculing  him  for 
having  listened  to  Reason),  and  summons  all  his  folk  to  attack  the 
tower  and  free  Bel  Acueil.  Among  these  Faux  Semblant  presents 
himself,  and,  after  some  parley,  is  received.  This  new  personifica- 
tion of  hypocrisy  gives  occasion  to  some  of  the  author's  most 
satirical  touches  as  he  describes  his  principles  and  practice.  After 
this,  Faux  Semblant  and  his  companion,  Contrainte  Astenance 
(forced  or  feigned  abstinence),  set  to  work  in  favour  of  the  lover, 
and  soon  win  their  way  into  the  tower.  There  they  find  an  old 
woman  who  acts  as  Bel  Acueil's  keeper.  She  takes  a  message 
from  them  to  Bel  Acueil,  and  then  engages  in  a  singular  conversa- 
tion with  her  prisoner,  wherein  the  somewhat  loose  morality  of  the 
discourses  of  Amis  is  still  further  enforced  by  historical  examples, 
and  by  paraphrases  of  not  a  few  passages  from  Ovid.  She  after- 
ward admits  the  lover,  who  thus,  at  nearly  the  sixteen-thousandth 
line  from  the  beginning,  recovers  through  the  help  of  False  Seeming 
the  '  gracious  reception '  which  is  to  lead  him  to  the  rose.  The 
castle,  however,  is  not  taken,  and  Dangier,  with  the  rest  of  his 
allegorical  company,  makes  a  stout  resistance  to  '  Les  Barons  de 
L'Ost' — the  lords  of  Love's  army.  The  god  sends  to  invoke  the 
aid  of  his  mother,  and  this  introduces  a  new  personage.  Nature 
herself,  and  her  .confidant,  Genius,  are  brought  on  the  scene,  and 
n«arly  five  thousand  verses  serve  to  convey  all  manner  of  thoughts 
and  scraps  of  learning,  mostly  devoted  to  the  support,  as  before,  of 
questionably  moral  doctrines.  In  these  five  thousand  lines  almost 
all  the  current  ideas  of  the  middle  ages  on  philosophy  and  natural 
science  are  more  or  less  explicitly  contained.  Finally,  Venus 
arrives  and,  with  her  burning  brand,  drives  out  Dangier  and  his 
crew,  though  even  at  this  crisis  of  the  action  the  writer  cannot 
refrain  from  telling  the  story  of  Pygmalion  and  the  Image  at  length. 
The  way  being  clear,  the  lover  proceeds  unmolested  to  gather  the 
longed-for  rose. 

It  is  impossible  to  exaggerate,  and  not  easy  to  describe,  the 
popularity  which  this  poem  enjoyed.  Its  attacks  on  womanhood 
and  on  morality  generally  provoked  indeed  not  a  few  replies,  of 
which  the  tnost  important  came  long  afterwards  from  Christine  de 
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Pisan  and  from  Qerson.  But  the  general  taste  was  entirely  in  favour 
of  it  Allegorical  already,  it  was  allegorised  in  fresh  poppi^^t, 
senses,  even  a  religious  meaning  being  given  to  it.  of  the 
The  numerous  manuscriptswhich  remain  of  it  attest  its  Bom»n  d«  U 
popularitybeforethedaysofprinting.  It  was  frequently 
printed  I^  tbe  earliest  typographers  of  France,  and  even  in  the  six- 
teenth century  it  received  a  fresh  lease  of  life  at  the  hands  of  Marot. 
who  re-edited  it  Abroad  it  was  praised  by  Petrarch  and  translated 
hy  Chaucer ' ;  and  it  is  on  the  whole  not  too  much  to  say  that  for 
fully  two  centuries  it  was  the  favourite  book  in  tbe  vernacular 
literature  of  Europe.  Nor  was  it  unworthy  of  this  popularity.  As 
has  been  pointed  out,  the  grace  of  the  part  due  to  William  of 
Lorris  is  remarkable,  and  the  satirical  vigour  of  the  part  due  to 
Jean  de  Meung  perhaps  more  remarkable  still.  The  allegorising 
and  the  Jength  which  lepel  readers  of  to-day  did  not  disgust 
generations  whose  favourite  literary  style  was  the  allegoric^, 
and  who  had  abundance  of  leisure;  but  the  real  secret  of  its 
vogue,  as  of  all  such  vogues,  is  that  it  faithfully  held  up  the  mirror 
to  the  later  middle  ages.  In  no  single  book  can  that  period  of 
history  be  so  conveniently  studied.  Its  inherited  religion  and 
its  nascent  free-thought;  its  thirst  for  knowledge  and  its  lack  of 
criticism;  its  sharp  social  divisions  and  its  indistinct  aspirations 
after  liberty  and  equality;  its  traditional  morality  and  asceticism, 
and  its  half-pagan,  half-childish  relish  for  the  pleasures  of  sense ; 
its  romance  and  its  coarseness,  all  its  weakness  and  all  its  strength, 
here  appear. 

The  imitations  of  the  Roman  di  la  Rose  were  in  propnrdon 
to  its  popularity.  Much  of  this  imitation  took  place 
in  other  kinds  of  poetry,  which  will  be  noticed  here- 
after. Two  poems,  however,  which  are  almost  contemporary  with 
its  earliest  form,  and  which  have  only  recendy  been  published, 
deserve  mention.  One,  which  is  an  obvious  imitation  of  Guil- 
laume  de  Lorris,  but  an  imitation  of  considerable  merit,  is  the 
Raman  de  la  Poirt ',  where  the   lover  is  besieged  by  Love  in 

'  The  Buthortbip  of  the  English  Rttt  has  been  much  ducnsscd.    The  poem 
wu  adapted  in  Italv  u  II  Fieri,  a  Kmnet-cyclr 
'  Ed.  SteUich.    Halle,  1S81 
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a  tower.  The  other,  of  a  different  class,  and  free  from  trace  of 
direct  imitation,  is  the  short  poem  called  De  Venus  la  D/esse 
<t  Amors',  written  in  some  three  hundred  four-lined  stanzas,  each 
with  one  rhyme  only.  Some  passages  of  this  latter  are  very 
beautiful,  and  it  has  even  been  thought '  to  have  given  suggestions 
to  Guillaume,  instead  of  being  a  piece  from  him. 


•J  Sources  du  Koman  de  la  Ftsc.  Paris,  1890. 
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CHAPTER    VI 11. 

ROMANS    D'AVENTURES. 

The  remarkable  fecundity  of  early  French  literature  in  narrative 
poetry  on  the  great  scale  was  not  limited  to  the  Chanson  de  Geste, 
the  Arthurian  Romance,  and  the  classical  story  wrought  into  the 
likeness  of  one  or  the  other  of  these.  Towards  the  end  of  the- 
tweUtl)  or  the  beginning  of  ^he  thirteenth  century  a  new  class  of 
narrative  poems  arose,  derived  from  each  and  all  of  these  kinds, 
but  inaiked  by  important  differences.  The  new  form  immediately 
reacted  on  the  forms  which  had  given  it  birth,  and  produced  new 
Chansons  de  Gestes,  new  Arthurian  Romances,  and  new  classical 
'stories  fashioned  after  its  own  image.  This  is  what  Dirtinmiiali- 
is  called  the  Roman  d'A ventures,  of  which  the  first  ing  fbaturM 
and  main  feature  is  open  and  almost  avowed  fictitious-  of  Homana 
ness,  and  the  second  the  more  or  less  complete  aban-  ^°°  '"°'' 
donment  of  any  attempt  at  cyclic  arrangement  oi  subordination 
to  a  central  theme. 

Until  quite  recently  it  was  not  unusual  to  apply  the  term  Roman 
d'A  ventures  with  less  strictness,  and  to  make  it  include  l^^^  „. 
the  Romances  of  the  Round  Table.  There  can,  how-  piioationof 
ever,  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  far  better  to  adopt  Jean  '''*  term, 
Bodet's  three  classes  as  distinguishing  into  separate  groups  the 
epic  poetry  of  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  centuries,  and  to  restrict  the 
titte  Romans  d'Aventures  to  the  later  narrative  developments  of  the 
thirteenth  and  fourteenth.  For  the  second  distinguishing  mark  which 
we  have  just  indicated  is  striking  and  of  more  or  less  universal  appli- 
cation. In  these  later  poems  the  ambition  of  the  writer  to  class 
his  work  under  and  with  some  precedent  work  is  almost  entirely 
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absent.  He  allows  himself  complete  freedom,  though  he  may  some- 
times, in  order  to  give  his  characters  greater  interest,  connect  them 
nominally  with  some  famous  personage  or  event  of  the  earlier 
cycles.  This  tendency  to  shake  off  the  shackles  of  cyclicism  is 
early  apparent.  There  are  episodes  even  in  the  Chansons  de  Gestes 
which  have  little  or  no  reference  to  Charlemagne  or  his  peers :  the 
Arthurian  Romances  in  prose  and  verse  contain  long  digressions, 
holding  but  very  loosely  to  the  Table  Round,  such  as  the  adventures 
of  Tristram  and  Percivale,  and  still  more  the  singular  episode  of 
Grimaud  in  the  Saint  GraaL  As  for  the  third  class,  the  Trouv&res 
almost  from  the  beginning  assumed  the  greatest  Ucencc  in  their 
handling  of  the  classical  legends.  These  accordingly  were  less 
affected  than  any  others  by  the  change,*  It  is  possible  to  divide 
the  Romans  d'Aventures  themselves  under  the  three  headings. 
It  is  further  possible  to  indicate  a  large  class  of  Chansons  de 
ClMses  of    testes    over  which   ths   influence    of   the  Roman 

Bomana  d'Aventures  has  passed.  But  the  Chanson  having  a 
d'Aventurea.  special  formal  peculiarity — the  assonanced  or  rhymed 
tirade— survived  the  new  influence  better  than  the  other  two,  and 
keeps  its  name,  and  to  some  extent  its  character,  while  the. 
Romances  of  Arthur  and  antiquity  are  simply  lost  in  the  general 
body  of  tales  of  adventure.  These  tales  are  for  the  most  part 
written  in  octosyllabic  couplets  on  the  model  of  Chrestien,  but 
a  very  few,  such  as  Brurt  de  la  Montaigne,  imitate  the  exterior 
characteristics  of  the  Chanson. 

It  is  further  to  be  noticed  that  while  the  earlier  poems  are 
mostly  anonymous,  the  Romans  d'Aventures  are  generally,  though 
not  always,  signed,  and  bear  characteristics  of  particular  authorship. 
In  some  cases,  notably  in  those  of  Adenbs  !e  Roi  and  Raoul  de 
Houdenc,  we  have  a  body  of  work  signed  or  otherwise  identified, 
which  enables  us  to  attribute  a  definite  Uterary  character  and 
position  to  its  authors.  This,  as  we  have  noted,  is  impossible  in 
the  case  of  the  national  epics,  and  not  too  easy  in  that  of  the 
Arthurian  Romances.  Until  quite  recently  however  the  Roman 
d'Aventures  has  had  less  of  the  attention  of  editors  than  its  fore- 
mnners,  and  the  works  which  compose  the  class  are  still  to 
some  extent  unpublished. 
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Aden^  or  Adans  le  Roi  perhaps  derived  his  surname  from 
the  function  of  king  of  the  minstrels,  if  he  performed  Ad«nia 
it,  at  the  court  of  Henry  III,  duke  of  Brabant  He  i«  BoL 
was,  most  lifcel}',  bom  in  the  second  quarter  of  the  thirteenth  cen- 
tury, and  the  last  probable  allusion  19  him  which  we  have  occurs 
in  the  year  IZ97.  The  events  of  his  life  are  only  known  from  bis 
own  poems,  and  consist  chiefly  of  travels  in  company  with  different 
princesses  and  princes  of  Flanders  and  Brabant.  His  literary  work 
is  however  of  great  importance.  It  consists  partly  of  refasbionings 
of  three  Chansons  de  Gestes,  Z«  enfarues  Ogier,  Berlt  aus  grans 
PUs,  and  Bueves  de  Commarchis '.  In  these  three  poems  Adenfes 
works  up  the  old  epics  into  the  form  fashionable  in  his  time,  and 
as  we  possess  the  older  versions  of  the  first  and  last,  the  compa- 
rison of  the  two  forms  affords  a  literary  study  of  the  highest  interest. 
His  last,  longest,  and  most  important  work  is  the  Roman  d'Aventures 
of  Cl/omaSs  ^  a  poem  extending  to  20,000  verses,  and  not  less 
valuable  for  its'  intrinsic  merit  than  as  a  type  of  its  class.  Its  popu- 
larity in  the  middle  ages  was  immense.  Froissart  gives  it  the 
place  occupied  in  the  Inferno  by  Lancelot  in  his  description  of 
his  declaration  of  love  to  his  mistress,  and  allusions  to  it  under 
its  second  title  of  Le  Cheval  de  FusI*  are  frequent  The  most 
prominent  feature  in  the  story  is  the  introduction  of  a  wooden 
horse,  like  that  known  to  everybody  in  the  Arabian  Nights, 
which,  started  and  guided  by  means  of  pegs,  transports  its  rider 
whithersoever  he  will.  Its  great  length  allows  of  a  very  long  series 
of  adventures,  all  of  which  are  told  in  spirited  and  flowing  verse, 
though  with  Considerable  prolixity  and  a  certain  abuse  of  stock 
descriptions.  These  two  faults  characterise  all  the  Romans 
d'Aventures  and  the  Chansons  which  were  remodelled  in  their 
style.  The  merits  of  CUomatHs  are  not  so  universally  found, 
but  its  extreme  length  is  not  common.  Few  other  Romans 
d'Aventures  (a  class  of  work  which  it  may  be  observed  was  more 
freely  imilated  in  English  than  any  we  have  yet  mentioned)  exceed 
10,000  lines. 

1  Ed.  Schilei.    Bnusela,  v.  d.  *  Ed.  van  Hasselt     BtuskIs,  1S66. 

■  Tke  waedeit  haru. 
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Raoul  de  Houdenc  is  an  earlier  poet  than  Aden^  and  repre- 
Baoui  da  sents  the  Roman  d'Aventures  in  its  infancy,  vhen  it 
Hondsno.  still  found  it  necessary  to  attach  itself  to  the  great  cycle 
of  the  Round  Table.  His  works,  besides  some  shorter  poems ', 
consist  of  the  Roman  dts  Ehs  (Ailes),  a  semi- allegorical  composi- 
tion, describing  the  wings  and  feathers  of  chivalry,  that  is  to  say,  the 
great  chivalrous  virtues,  among  which  Raoul,  like  a  herald  as 
he  was,  gives  Largesse  the  first  place ;  of  Miraugii  de  Forilesguez, 
an  important  composition,  possessing  some  marked  peculiarities 
of  style  ;  and  pos^bly  also  of  the  Vengeance  de  Raguidel,  in  which 
the  author  works  out  one  of  the  innumerable  unfinished  episodes 
of  the  great  epic  of  Percevale.  Thus  Raoul  de  Houdenc  occupies 
no  mean  place  in  French  literature,  inasmuch  as  he  indicates 
the  starting-point  of  two  great  branches,  the  Roman  d'Aventures 
and  the  allegorical  poem,  and  this  at  a  very  early  date.  This  date 
is  not  known  exactly;  but  it  was  certainly  before  122S,  when  the 
Trouvfere  Huon  de  M^ry  alludes  to  him,  and  classes  him  with 
Chrestien  as  a  master  of  French  verse.  He  has  in  truth  some 
very  noteworthy  peculiarities.  The  chief  of  these,  which  must 
soon  strike  any  reader  of  M/raugis,  is  his  tendency  to  mjambement 
or  overlapping  of  couplets.  It  is  a  curious  feature  in  the  history 
of  French  verse  Chat  the  isolation  of  the  couplet  has  constantly 
rectured  in  its  history,  and  that  as  constandy  reformers  have 
striven  to  break  up  the  monotony  so  produced  by  this  process 
of  enjambemenl.  Perhaps  Raoul  is  the  earliest  who  thus,  as  an 
indignant  critic  put  it  at  the  first  representation  of  Hernani,  '  broke 
up  verses,  and  threw  them  out  of  window.'  Besides  this  metrical 
characteristic,  the  thing  most  noteworthy  in  his  poems  (as  might 
indeed  have  been  expected  from  his  composition  of  the  Roman 
des  Eles)  is  a  tendency  to  allegorising,  and  to  scholastic  disqui- 
sitions on  points  of  amatory  casuistry.  The  whole  plot  of  M&augis 
indeed  mms  on  the  enquiry  whether  physical  or  metaphysical  love 
is  the  sincerest,  and  on  the  quarrel  which  a  difference  on  this 


'  The  Stnge  fEnftr  and  the  Veil  de  Paradii,  published  by  Jnlnnal,  as  t 
Reman  des  Eles  has  been  by  Scheler,  Miraugis  by  Michelant,  and  t 
Vengeanci  dc  Jiasuidcl  by  Hipjjeau. 
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point  brings  on  between  the  hero  and  Gorvein  Cadms  hU  friend 
and  his  rival  in  the  love  of  the  foir  Lidoine. 

Man}'  other  Romans  d'Aventures  deserve  mention,  both  for  their 
intrinsic  merits  and  for  the  immense  popularity  they  ^y^^t 
once  enjoyed.  Foremost  among  these  must  be  men- 
tioned Parlmopex  dt  Blois '  and  Flore  ct  Blancheflcur '.  '■ 
The  former  (formerly  ascribed  to  Denis  Pyramus  and  now  denied 
to  him,  but  said  to  date  from  the  twelfth  century)  is  a  kind 
of  modernised  Cupid  and  Psyche,  except  that  Cupid's  place  is 
taken  by  the  fairy  Melior,  and  Psyche's  ly  the  knight  Parthenopeus 
or  Parthenopex.  This  poem  has  great  elegance  and  freshness 
of  style,  and  though  the  author  is  inclined  to  moralise  (as  a 
near  forerunner  of  the  Roman  de  la  Rose  was  bound  to  do),  his 
moralisings  are  gracefully  and  naively  put.  Flore  el  Blatuheflmr 
is  perhaps  even  superior.  Its  theme  is  the  love  of  a  young 
Christian  prince  for  a  Saracen  girl-slave,  who  has  been  brought 
up  with  him.  She  is  sold  into  a  fresh  captivity  to  remove  her 
from  him,  but  he  follows  her  and  rescues  her  unharmed  from  the 
harem  of  the  Emir  of  Babylon.  The  delicacy  of  the  handling  is 
veiy  remarkable  in  this  poem,  and  it  has  some  links  of  connection 
with  Aucassin  el  Nicoltlte.  Le  Roman  de  Dolopalhot*  has  a  literary 
histoiy  of  great  interest  which  we  need  not  touch  upion  here.  Its 
versification  has  more  vigour  than  that  of  almost  any  other 
Roman  d'Aventures.  Blancandxn  it l' Orgmlleuse  d'Ainour*\s  more 
promising  at  the  beginning  than  in  the  sequel.  A  young  knight, 
hearing  of  the  pride  and  coyness  of  a  lady,  accosts  and  kisses  her  as 
she  rides  past  with  a  great  following  of  knights.  Her  coldness  is  of 
course  changed  to  love  at  first  sight,  and  the  audacious  suitor 
afterwards  delivers  her  from  her  enemies  ;  but  the  working  out  of 
the  story  is  rather  dully  managed.  Brun  de  la  Montaigne  °,  as  has 
been  already  mentioned,  is  written  in  Chanson  form,  and  deals 
with  the  famous  Forest  of  Broceliande  in  Britanny.  Guillaumt 
de  Palerne*  is  a  still  more  interesting  work.  It  introduces  .the 
favourite  mediaeval  idea  of  lycanthropy,  the  hero  being  throughout 

'  Ed.  Crapelet.    Paris,  1S34.  '  Ed.  Dn  M^riL    Paris,  1856. 

■  Ed.  Bmnet  et  Montaiglon.    Pans.  1S56.        '  Ed.  Michelant    Paris,  \S6f. 
*  Ed.  Meyer.    Paris,  1375.  *  Ed.  Michelant.    Parii,'ie76. 
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helped  and  protected  by  a  friendly  were-wolf,  who  is  before  the 
end  of  the  poem  freed  from  the  enchantment  to  which  he  is  sub- 
jected. This  Romance  was  early  translated  into  English,  Of  the 
same  class  is  the  Roman  de  r£scouffie,  where  a  hawk  canies  away 
the  heroine's  ring,  as  in  a  well-known  story  of  the  Arabian 
Nights.  Amadas  el  Idoine '  is  one  of  the  numerous  histories  of  the 
success  of  a  squire  of  low  degree,  but  is  distinguished  from  most 
of  them  by  the  originality  of  its  conception  and  the  idgour  of  its 
style.  The  scenes  where  the  hero  is  recovered  of  his  madness  by 
■  his  beloved,  and  where,  keeping  guard  over  her  tomb,  he  fights 
with  ghostly  enemies,  after  a  time  of  trial  of  his  fidelity,  and 
rescues  her  from  death,  are  unusually  brilliant  Le  Bel  I/iconnu  *, 
which  (from  a  curious  misunderstanding  of  its  older  fonn  Li 
Biaus  Desctmma)  occurs  in  English  form  as  Lybius  Diumuta, 
tells  the  story  of  a  son  of  Gawain  and  the  fairy  with  the  white 
hands,  and  thus  is  one  of  the  numerous  secondary  Romances  of 
the  Round  Table.  So  also  is  the  long  and  interesting  Roman 
du  Chevalier  as  Deux  Espies*;  this  extends  to  more  than  12,000 
lines,  and,  though  the  adventures  recorded  are  of  the  ordinary 
Round  Table  pattern,  there  is  noticeable  in  it  a  better  faculty  of 
maintaining  the  interest  and  a  completer  mastery  over  episodes 
than  usual.  A  still  longer  poem  (also  belonging  to  what  may  be 
called  the  outer  Arthurian  cycle)  is  Durmarl  k  GalUis*,  which 
contains  almost  16,000  verses.  The  loves  of  the  hero  and 
Fenise,  the  Queen  of  Ireland,  are  somewhat  lengthily  handled; 
but  there  are  passages  of  merit,  especially  one  most  striking 
episode  in  which  the  hero,  riding  through  a  forest  by  night,  comes 
to  a  tree  covered  from  top  to  bottom  with  burning  torches,  while 
a  shining  naked  child  is  enthroned  on  the  summit  These  touches 
of  mystical  religion  are  rarer  in  the  later  Romans  d' A  ventures  than 
in  the  Arthurian  Romances  proper,  but  with  them  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  elements  of  romance  disappears.  Philippe  de  R^my, 
Seigneur  de  Beaumanoir  (who  has  other  claims  to  literary  dis- 
tinction) is  held  to  be  author  of  two  Romans  d'Aventures ',  La 

'  Ed.  Hippeatt.     ParU,  1863.  '  Ed.  Hippeau.    Paris,  1860. 

'Ed.  FMMer.     Halle,  1877.  '  Ed.  Stengel.    Tubingen,  1873. 

'  Both  edited  in  extract  1^  Bordier.  Paiil,  1869.  Complete  edition  b^un 
by  Snchicr.    Paris,  188^. 
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Manekint  {the  Story  of  the  King  of  Hungary's  daughter,  who  cut 
off  her  hand  to  save  herself  from  her  father's  incestuous  passion) 
and  Blonde  ^Oxford,  where  a  young  French  squire  carries  off  an 
English  heiress.  JoufroU  di  Poitiers  ^,  which  has  not  come  down 
10  us  complete,  is  chiefly  remarJiable  for  the  liveliness  of  style  with 
which  adventures,  in  themselves  tolerably  hackneyed,  are  handled. 
Other  Romans  d'Aventures,  which  are  either  as  yet  in  manuscript 
or  of  less  importance,  are  Ilk  el  Galeron  and  Erade,  both  by 
Gamier  d' Arras,  Crislal  el  Z^irie,  La  Dame  i  la  Licorne,  Guy  de 
Warwilu,  Girard  de  Neotrs  or  La  Violetle*,  Guillaume  de  Dole, 
Eledus  et  S/r/na,  Florimonl. 

Like  most  kinds  of  mediaeval  poetry,  these  Romans  d'Aventures 
have  a  very  considerable  likeness  the  one  to  the  osnaral 
Other.  It  may  indeed  be  said  that  they  possess  cnuuraoter. 
a  '  common  form '  of  certain  incidents  and  situations,  which  re- 
appear with  slight  changes  and  omissions  in  all  or  most  of  them. 
Their  besetting  sins  are  diffuseness  and  the  recurrence  of  stogk 
descriptions  and  images.  On  the  other  hand,  they  have  their 
peculiar  merits.  The  harmony  of  their  versification  is  often  very 
considerable ;  their  language  is  supple,  picturesque,  and  varied, 
and  the  moral  atmosphere  which  they  breathe  is  one  of  agreeable 
refinement  and  civilisation.  In  them  perhaps  is  seen  most  clearly 
the  fandful  and  graceful  side  of  the  state  of  things  which  we  call 
chivalry.  Its  mystical  and  transcendental  sides  are  less  vividly  and 
lOttchingly  exhibited  than  in  the  older  Arthurian  Romances ;  and 
its  higher  passions  are  also  less  dealt  with.  The  Romans  d'Aven- 
lures  supply  once  more,  according  to  the  Aristotelian  definition,  an 
Odyssey  to  the  Arthurian  liiad ;  they  are  complex  and  deal  with 
manners.  Nor  ought  it  to  be  omitted  that,  though  they  constantly 
handle  questions  of  gallantry,  and  though  their  uniform  theme  is 
love,  the  language  employed  on  these  subjecU  is  almost  invariably 
delicate,  and  such  as  would  not  fail  to  satisfy  even  modern  stand- 
ards of  propriety.  The  courtesy  which  was  held  to  be  so  great 
a  knightly  virtue,  if  it  was  not  sufiicient  to  ensure  a  high  standard 
of  morality  in  conduct,  at  any  rate  secured  such  a  standard  in 

I  Ed.  Ho&uaim  nod  Mnncket.     HaUe,  18S0.      '  Ed.  MiclMl.     Paris,  1S34. 
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matter  of  expresdon.    In  this  respect  the  Court  literature  of  the 
thirteenth  and   fourteenth   centuries    stands  in  very  remarkable 
contrast  to  that  which  was  tolerated,  if  not  preferred,  from  the 
time  of  Louis  the  Eleventh  until  the  reign  of  his  successor,  four- 
teenth of  the  name. 
Reference  has  already  been  made  to  the  influence  which  these 
poems  had  on  the  Chansons  de  Gestes.  Few  of  the  later 
3J»«*        developments  of  these  are  worth  much  attention,  but 
^"""^^    what  may  be  called  the  last  original  Chanson  deserves 
da  Sebouro.  some  notice.   Baudouitt  de  Sebourc '  and  its  sequel  the 
Bastard  of  Bouillon''  worthily  close  this  great  division 
of  literature,  and,  setting  as  they  do  a  finish  to  the  sub-cycle  of  the 
Chevalier  au  Cygne,  hardly  lose  except  in  simplicity  by  comparison 
with  its  magnificent  opening  in  the  Chanson  d'Anliochi.     They 
contain  together  some  33,000  verses,  and  the  scene  changes  fi-cely. 
It  is  sometimes  in  Syria,  where  the  Crusaders  fight  against  the 
in^del,  sometimes  in  France  and  Flanders,  where  Baudouin  has 
adventures  of  all  kinds,  comic  and  chivalrous,  sometimes  on  the 
sea,  where  among  other  things  the  fevourite  mediaeval  legend  of 

51  Brandan's  Isle  is  brought  in.  Not  a  little  of  its  earlier  part 
shows  the  sarcastic  spirit  common  at  the  date  of  its  composition, 
the  beginning  of  the  fourteenth  century.  The  length  of  the  two 
poems  is  enonnous,  as  has  been  said ;  but,  putting  two  or  three 
masterpieces  aside,  no  poem  of  mediaeval  times  has  a  more  varied 
and  livelier  interest  than  Baudouin  de  Sebourc,  and  few  breathe 
the  genuine  Chanson  spirit  of  pugnacious  pie^  better  than  Le 
Baslari  de  Bouillon '. 

'  Ed.  Boca.     %  voli.    Valenciennes,  184I. 

•  Ed.  Sch^ler.     Brnssela,  1877, 

*  Among  Romans  d' A  ventures  which  have  more  recently  been  added  to  tbe 
list  of  those  in  pnnt  may  be  mentioned  Calerant,  ed.  Boncherie,  Paris,  1SG8; 
J'laris  el  Liriope,  ed.  von  Zengnle,  Leipzig,  1891  ;  and  lilt  el  Galeren,  ed. 
Fbister,  Halle,  i8<|t.  Dt.  Forster  has  alio  le-edited  (same  place  and  date) 
Wiitasse  [Eustache]  U  Maine. 
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CHAPTER  IX. 

LATER  SONGS  AND  POEMS. 

Not  the  least  important  division  of  early  French  literalure,  in 
point  of  bulk  and  peculiarity,  though  not  always  the  most  im- 
portant in  point  of  literary  excellence,  consists  of  the  later  lyrical 
and   miscellaneous   poems  of  the  fourteenth  and  early  fifteenth 
centuries.    By  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  century  the 
chief  original  developments  bad  lost  their  first  vigour,     Artlllotal 
whiles  on  the  other  hand,  the  influence  of  the  regular    Vonoa  of 
forms  of  Provenjal  poetry  had  had  time  to  make    "'ortharo 
itself  fully  felt.     There  arose  in   consequence,  in  *"" 

northern  France,  a  number  of  artificial  forms,  the  origin  and  date 
of  which  is  somewhat  obscure,  but  which  rapidly  attained  great 
popularity,  *id  which  continued  for  fully  two  centuries  almost  to 
monopolise  the  attention  of  poets  who  did  not  devote  themselves  to 
narrative.  These  forms,  the  Ballade,  the  Rondeau,  the  Virelai,  etc., 
have  ab-eady  been  alluded  to  as  making  their  appearance  among 
the  later  growths  of  early  lyrical  poetry.  They  must  now  be 
treated  in  the  abundant  development  which  they  received  at  the 
hands  of  a  series  of  poets  from  Lescurel  to  Charles  d'Orl^ans. 

The  principle  underiying  all  these  forms  is  the  same,  that  is 
to  say,  the  substitution  for  the  half-articulate  refrain     General 
of  the   early  Romances,  of  a  refrain  forming  part    Oharwjter, 
of  the  sense,  and  repeated  with  strict  regularity  at    Varialiea. 
the  end   or  in  the  middle  of  stanzas  rigidly  corresponding  in 
lei^  and  constimtion.    In  at  least  two  cases,  the  lai  and  the 
pasiourelU,  the  names  of  earlier  and  less  rigidly  exact  forms  were 
borrowed   for  the   newer  schemes;    but   the  more   famous  and 
prevailing  models',  tlie  Ballade,  vrith  its  modification  the  Chant 

'  The  followmg  is  tui  luxount  ol  these  foran,  id  their  more  important 
development!.  The  ballade  consists  of  three  stuizai,  >nd  ui  tmny,  or  finil 
li«lf-itan^,  which  is  sometimes  omitteil.    The  ntimbei  of  the  liaa  in  oMh 
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Royal,  and  the  Ronde],  with  its  modificalions  the  Rondeau  and  the 
Triolet,  are  new.  It  has  been  customary  to  see  in  the  adoption  of 
these  forms  a  .sign  of  decadence ;  but  this  can  hardly  be  sustained 
in  face  of  the  fact  that,  in  Charles  d'Ori^ans  and  Villon  re- 
spectively, the  Rondel  and  the  Ballade  were  the  occasion  of 
poetry  far  surpassing  in  vigour  and  in  grace  all  preceding  work 
of  the  kind,  and  also  in  presence  of  the  service  which  the  sonnet 
— a  form  almost  if  not  quite  as  artificial — has  notoriously  done  to 
poetry.  It  may  be  admiltedj  however,  that  the  practitioners  of  the 
Ballade  and  the  Rondeau  soon  fell  into  puerile  and  inartistic  over- 
refinements.  The  forms  of  Ballade  known  as  £quivoqu^e,  Fra- 
tris^e,  Couronn^e,  etc.,  culminating  in  the  preposterous  Emperifere, 
are  monuments  of  tasteless  ingenuity  which  cannot  be  surpassed 
in  their  kind,  and  they  have  accordingly  perished.  But  both  in 
France  and  in  England  the  Ballade  itself  and  a  few  other  forms 
have  retained  popularity  at  intervals,  and  have  at  the  present  day 
broken  out  into  fresh  and  vigorous  life. 

The  chief  authors  of  these  pieces  during  the  period  we  are  dis- 
cussing were  Jehannot  de  Lescurel,Guillaume  de  Mach^ult,  Eustache 
Deschamps,  Jean  Froissart,  Christine  de  Pisan,  Alain  Chartier,  and 
Charles  d'OrHans.     Besides  these  there  were  many  others,  though 

stanza  is  optional,  but  it  ehould  not  usually  be  more  than  eleven  or  \ti&  tban 
right.  He  peculiarity  of  the  poem  is  that  the  last  line  of  eveiy  stanza  is 
Identica,!,  and  thai  the  .rbymes  are  the  same  throughout  and  repealed  in  the 
same  order.  The  examples  printed  at  the  end  of  this  chapter  from  Lescurel 
and  Ctiartier  will  illustrale  this  aufliclently.  There  is  do  need  to  eater  into  the 
absurdity  dibaUadti  Iquivoqttits,  impiriiris,  etc.,  further  than  to  say  that  their 
main  principle  is  the  repetition  of  the  same  rhyming  word,  in  a  different  sense,  it 
may  be  twice  or  thrice  at  the  end  of  the  line,  it  may  be  at  the  end  and  in  the  middle, 
it  may  be  at  the  end  of  one  line  and  the  begiiming  of  the  nexL  The  chant 
r«yai  ia  a  Idnd  of  major  ballade  having  five  of  the  longest  (eleven-lined)  stanzas 
and  an  envoy  of  five  lines.  The  rondel  is  a  poem  of  thirteen  lines  (sometimes 
made  into  fourteen  by  an  extra  repetition),  cousisting  of  two  quatrainl  and  a 
five-lmed  stanza,  the  .first  two  lines  of  the  lirst  quatrain  being  repeated  as  the 
last  two  of  the  second,  and  ttie  first  line  of  all  being  added  once  mote  at  the 
end.  The  nmdiau,  a  poem  of  thirteen,  fourteen,  or  fifteen  lines,  is  arranged  in 
stanzas  of  live,  foni,  and  four,  five,  or  six  lines,  the  last  line  of  the  second  and 
third  stanzas  consisting  of  the  first  words  of  the  first  line  of  the  poem.  The 
Iriaiet  is  a  sort  of  londel  of  eight  lines  only,  repeating  the  lirst  line  at  the 
fourth,  and  the  first  and  second  al  the  seventh  and  eighth.  Lastly,  the  vtl/aiuik 
alternates  one  of  two  refrain  lines  at  the  end  of  each  three-lined  stanza.  These 
are  the  principal  forms,  though  there  are  many  olhen. 
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the  epoch  of  the  Hundred  Years'  War  was  not  altogether  fertile  in 
lighter  poetry  or  poetry  of  any  kind.  Jehantiot  de  jehannot 
Lescurel'  is  one  of  those  poets  of  whom  absolutely  deLtumwel. 
nothing  is  known.  His  very  name  has  only  survived  in  the  general 
syllabus  of  contents  of  the  manuscript  which  contains  his  works, 
and  which  is  in  this  part  incomplete.  The  thirty-three  poems — 
sixteen  Ballades,  fifteen  Rondeaus',  and  two  nondescript  pieces — 
which  exist  are  of  singular  grace,  lightness,  and  elegance.  They 
cannot  be  later  and  are  probably  earlier  than  the  middle  of  the  four- 
teenth century,  and  thus  they  are  anterior  10  most  of  the  work  of  the 
school.  Guillaume  de  Machault  was  aperson  sufficiently  OBilUnma  da 
before  the  world,  and  his  work  is  very  voluminous.  Maohault. 
As  usual  with  all  these  poets,  it  contains  many  details  of  its  author's 
life,  and  enables  us  to  a  certain  extent  to  construct  that  life  out  of 
these  indications,  Machault  was  probably  born  about  ■  384,  and 
may  not  have  died  till  1377.  A  native  of  Champagne  and  of  noble 
birth,  he  early  entered,  like  most  of  the  lesser  nobility  of  the  period, 
the  service  of  great  feudal  lords.  He  was  chamberlain  to  Philip 
the  Fair,  and  at  his  death  became  the  secretary  of  John  of  Luxem- 
bourg, the  well-known  king  of  Bohemia.  After  the  death  of  (his 
prince  at  Cressy,  he  returned  to  the  service_^of  the  court  of  France 
and  served  John  and  Charles  V.,  finally,  as  it  appears,  becoming 
in  some  way  connected  with  Pierre  de  Lusignan,  king  of  Cyprus. 
His  works  were  very  numerous,  amounting  in  all  to  some  80,000 
lines,  of  which  until  recently  nothing  but  a  few  extracts  was  in 
print.  In  the  last  few  years,  however,  La  Prise  d" Akxandrie*, 
a  rhymed  chronicle  of  the  exploits  of  Lusignan,  and  the  Voir  Dil', 

Ed.  Montaigbn.    Paris,  1855. 

'  The  Rondeau  is  not  in  Lescurel  syttematised  into  any  regular  form. 

■  Ed.  L.  de  Mas  Latrie.  Sod^t^  de  I'Orient  Latin,  GeneTs,  1877.  Tliis  is  a 
poem  not  mach  sliortei  than  the  Vair  Dii,  but  cootinuonsly  octosyllabic  and  very 
spirited.  The  final  account  of  the  murder  of  Pierce  (whicli  he  provoked  by  the 
most  brntal  oppression  of  his  vassals)  is  full  of  power. 

•  Ed.  P.  Paris.  Sociiti  des  BibUophiles,  Paris,  1875.  Thii  ia  a  very 
inierestinepoem  consisting  of  more  than  9000  lines,  moslly  octosyllabic  couplets, 
with  ballades,  etc.  Interspersed,  one  of  which  ii  given  at  the  end  of  this  chapter. 
It  is  addressed  either  to  Agnes  of  NaTarre,  or,  as  M.  P.  Paris  tbonght,  to 
Pencils  d'Annenli^es,  and  was  Written  in  ijGi,  when  (he  author  was  probably 
very  old. 
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a  curious  love  poem  in  the  style  of  ibe  age,  have  been  printed. 

Besides  these  his  works  include  numerous  balhdes, etc.,  and  several 
long  poems  in  the  style  of  those  of  Froissart,  shortly  to  be  described. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  works  of  Euslache  Deschamps,  which  are 
even  more  voluminous  than  those  of  Machault,  his  friend  and  master, 
are  almost  wholly  composed  of  short  pieces,  with  one  notable 
exception,  the  Miroir  de  Mariage,  a  poem  of  13,000  lines'. 
Deschamps  has  left  no  less  than  1175  ballades,  and  as  the  ballade 
usually  contains  twenty-four  lines  at  least,  and  frequenlly  thirty- 
Eiutsohe  four,  this  of  itself  gives  a  formidable  total.  Rondeaus, 
Descluunpa.  virelais,  etc.,  also  proceeded  in  great  numbers  from 
his  pen ;  and  he  wrote  an  important  '  Art  of  Poetry,'  a  treatise 
rendered  at  once  necessary  and  popular  by  the  fashion  of  artificial 
rhyming.  The  life  of  Deschamps  was  less  varied  than  that  of 
Machault,  whose  inferior  he  was  in  point  of  birth,  but  he  held  some 
important  offices  in  his  native  province,  Champagne.  Both 
Deschamps  and  Machault  exhibit  strongly  the  characteristics  of  the 
time.  Their  ballades  are  for  the  most  part  either  moral  or  occa- 
sional in  subject,  and  rarely  display  signs  of  much  attention  to 
elegance  of  phraseology  or  to  weight  and  value  of  thought. 
In  the  enormous  volunie  of  their  works,  amounting  in  all  to  nearly 
200,000  lines,  and  still  partly  unpublished,  there  is  to  be  found 
much  that  is  of  interest  indirectly,  but  less  of  intrinsic  poetical 
worth.  The  artificial  forms  in  which  they  for  the  most  part  write 
specially  invite  elegance  of  expression,  point,  and  definiteness  of 
thought,  qualities  in  which  both,  but  especially  Deschamps,  arc 
too  often  deficient  When,  for  instance,  we  find  the  poet  in  his 
anxiety  to  discourage  swearing,  filling,  in  imitation  of  two  bad  poets 
of  his  time,  one,  if  not  two  ballades'  with  a  list  of  the  chief  oaths 
in  use,  it  is  difficult  not  to  lament  the  tacli  of  critical  spirit 
displayed. 

Froissart,  though  inferior  to  Lescurel,  and  though  far  less  re- 
markable as  a  poet  than  as  a  prose  writer,  can  fairly  hold  his  own 

•  Deschamps  is  said  !o  have  been  also  named  Morel.  A  complete  editi<a'  of 
his  works  vu  executed  for  the  Old  French  Text  Society  by  the  Marquis  de 
Qaeux  de  Saint  Hilaire.    8  vols.    Paris,  1878-1893. 

'  Ballades,  '47,  149.     Ed.  Qneux  de  St.  Hilaire.  ^ 
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with  Deschamps  and  Machault,  while  he  has  the  advantage  of 
being  easily  accessible.  The  later  part  of  his  life 
having  been  given  up  to  history,  he  is  not  quite  so 
voluminoas  in  verse  as  his  two  predecessors.  Yet,  if  the  attribution 
to  him  of  ihe  Cour  3 Amour  and  the  Trhor  Amoureux  be  correct, 
he  has  left  some  40,000  or  50,000  lines '.  The  bulk  of  his  work 
consists  of  long  poems  in  the  allegorical  courtship  of  the  time,  in- 
terspersed with  shorter  lyrical  pieces  in  the  prevailing  forms.  One 
of  these  poems,  the  Buiison  de  Jonece,  is  interesting  because  of  its 
autobiographical  details;  and  some  shorter  pieces  approaching 
more  nearly  to  the  Fabliau  style,  Li  Dit  du  Florin,  Lt  Ddbai  du 
Cfieval  el  du  Lfurier,  etc.,  are  sprightly  and  agreeable  enough. 
For  the  most  part,  however,  Froissart's  poems,  like  almost  all  the 
poems  of  the  period,  suffer  from  the  disproportion  of  their  length 
to  their  matter.  If  the  romances  of  the  time,  which  are  certainly 
not  destitute  of  incident,  be  tedious  from  the  superabundance  of 
prolix  descrtpdon,  much  more  tedious  are  these  recitals  of  hyper- 
bolical passion  uicked  out  with  all  the  already  stale  allegorical 
imagery  and  the  inappropriate  erudition  of  the  Roman  dt  la 
Rose. 

Christine  de  Pisan,  who  was  born  in  1363,  was  a  pupil  of 
Deschamps,  as  Deschamps  had  been  a  pupil  of  Machault.  She  was 
an  industrious  writer,  a  learned  person,  and  a  good  patriot,  but 
not  by  any  means  a  great  poetess.  So  at  least  it  ohrlatinB 
would  appear,  though  here  again  judgment  has  to  be  <*■  Pi»»n. 
formed  on  fragments,  a  complete  edition  of  Christine  never  having 
been  published,  though  the  SocHU des  Ancitns  Trxtes  has  at  last  under- 
taken the  collection  of  her  poetical  works.  Besides  a  collection  of 
Ballades,  Rondeaux,  and  so  forth,  she  wrote  several  Dils  (the  Dit  dt 
la  Pasloure,  the  Dit  de  Poissy,  the  DitU^  de  Jianm  dArc,  and  some 
Dits  Moraux),  besides  a  Mutation  de  Fortune,  a  Lrore  des  Ctnl 
Hisloires  de  Troie,  etc.,  etc. 

Alain  Chartier,  who  was  born  in  or  about  1390,  and  who  died  in 
1 458,  is  best  known  by  the  famous  story  of  Margaret  of  Scotland, 


'  Ed.  Schfler.    3  vols.    Brussels,  1870-1871.    To  this  add  the  loDg  poem  of 
Miliador,  fonndttt  lost  by  M.  Longnon  and  edited  by  him,  1895-1899. 
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queen  of  France,  herself  an  industrious  poetess,  stooping  to  kiss 
Aiftin       his  poetical  lips  as  he  lay  asleep.    He  also  awaits 

ChoFtior.  a  modern  editor.  Like  Froissart,  he  devoted  himself 
to  allegorical  and  controversial  love  poems,  and  like  Christine  to 
moral  verse.  In  the  former  he  attained  to  considerable  skill, 
and  his  ballades  of  ethical  meditation  show  his  command  of 
dignified  expression.  On  the  whole  he  may  be  said  to  be  the 
most  complete  example  of  the  scholarliness  which  tended  more 
and  more  to  characterise  French  poetry  at  ihis  time,  and  which 
too  often  degenerated  into  pedantry.  Chartier  is  the  first  con- 
siderable writer  of  original  work  who  latinises  much ;  and  his 
practice  in  this  respect  was  eagerly  followed  by  the  ryioriquiur 
school  both  in  prose  and  verse.  He  himself  observed  due  measure 
in  it;  but  in  the  hands  of  his  successors  it  degraded  French  to  an 
almost  Macaronic  jargon. 

In  all  the  earlier  work  of  this  school  not  a  little  grace  and  ele- 
gance is  discoverable,  and  this  quality  manifests  itself  ttiost  strongly 
in  the  poet  who  may  be  regarded  as  closing  the  strictly  mediaeval 
series,  Charles  d'Orleans'.  The  life  of  this  poet  has  been  fre- 
quently told.  As  far  as  we  are  concerned  it  falls  into  three 
divisions.  In  the  first,  when  after  his  father's  death  he  held  the 
position  of  a  great  feudal  prince  almost  independent  of  royal  con- 
trol, it  is  not  recorded  that  he  produced  any  literary  work.  His 
long  captivity  in  England  was  more  fruitful,  and  during  it  he  wrote 
both  in  French  and  in  English,  But  the  last  five-and- twenty  years 
of  his  life,  when  he  lived  quietly  and  kept  court  at  Blois  (bringing 
about  him  the  literary  men  of  the  time  from  Bouciquah  to  Villon, 
and  engaging  with  them  in  poetical  tournaments),  were  the  most 
productive.  His  undoubted  work  is  not  large,  but  the  pieces  which 
compose  it  are  among  the  best  of  their  kind.  He  is  fond,  in  the 
allegorical  language  of  the  time,  of  alluding  to  his  having  'put 
his  house  in  the  government  of  Nonchaloir,'  and  chosen  that  per- 
sonage for  his  master  and  protector.     There  is  thus  little  fervency 

'  Ed.  H^ricanlt.  a  vols.  Paris,  1874.  Charles  d'OrWana  was  the  son  of  the 
Duke  of  Orleans,  who  was  murdered  by  tbe  Burgundiaos,  and  of  Valenlina  of 
Milan.  He  was  bom  in  T391,  taken  prisoner  at  Agincoort,  ransomed  in  1449, 
and  he  died  in  1 46^.    Hit  wd  was  Louis  XII. 
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of  passion  about  him,  but  rather  a  graceful  and  somewhat  indolent 
dallying  with  the  subjects  he  (reals.  Few  early  French  poets  are 
better  known  than  Charles  d'OrHans,  and  few  deserve  their  popu- 
larity better.  His  Rondcaux  on  the  approach  of  spring,  on  the 
coming  of  summer  and  such-like  subjecis,  deserve  the  very  highest 
praise  for  delicate  fancy  and  formal  skill. 

Of  poets  of  less  importance,  or  whose  names  have  not  been 
preserved,  the  amount  of  this  formal  poetry  which  remains  to  us  is 
considerable.  The  best-known  collection  of  such  work  is  the 
Livre  da  Cm/ JaZ/aa!!*',  believed,  on  tolerably  satisfactory  evidence, 
to  have  been  composed  by  the  famous  knight-errant  Bouciqualt 
and  his  companions  on  their  way  to  the  fatal  battle  of  Micopolis. 
Before,  however,  the  fifteenth  century  was  far  advanced,  poetry  of 
this  formal  kind  fell  into  the  hands  of  professional  authors  in  the 
strictest  sense,  Grands  Rk/loriqueurs  as  they  were  called,  who,  as  a 
later  critic  said  of  almost  the  last  of  them, '  lost  all  the  grace  and 
elegance  of  the  composition  '  in  their  elaborate  rules  and  the 
pedantic  language  which  they  employed.  The  complete  de- 
cadence of  poetry  in  which  this  resulted  will  be  treated  partly 
in  the  summary  following  the  present  book,  partly  in  the  first 
chapter  of  the  book  which  succeeds  it. 
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CHAPTER  X 


THE   DRAMA. 


The  origins  of  the  drama  in  France,  like  most  otlier  points 
affecting  mediaeval  literature,  have  been  made  the  subject  of  a 
good  deal  of  dispute.  It  has  been  attempted,  on  the  one  hand, 
to  father  the  mysteries  and  miracle-plays  of  the  twelfth  and  later 
centuries  on  the  classical  drama,  traditions  of  which  are  supposed 
to  have  been  preserved  in  the  monasteries  and  other  homes  of 
QrisinB  at    learning.    On  the  other  hand,  a  more  probable  and 

Sranu.  historical  source  has  been  found  in  the  ceremonies 
and  liturgies  of  the  Church,  which  in  themselves  possess  a  con- 
siderable dramatic  element,  and  which,  as  we  shall  see,  were  early 
adapted  to  still  more  definitely  dramatic  purposes.  Disputes  of 
this  kind,  if  not  exactly  otiose,  are  not  suited  to  these  pages ;  and  it 
is  sufficient  to  say  that  while  Plautus  and  Terence  at  least  retained 
a  considerable  hold  on  mediaeval  students,  the  natural  tendencies 
to  dramatic  representation  which  exist  in  almost  every  people, 
assisted  by  the  stimulus  of  ecclesiastical  traditions,  ceremonies,  and 
festivals,  are  probably  sufficient  to  account  for  the  beginnings  of 
dramatic  literature  in  France, 

It  so  happens  too  that   such  historical  evidence  as  we  have 

Earllait  entirely  bears  out  this  supposition.  The  earliest  com- 
Vernaoaiar   positions  of  a   dramatic  kind  tljat  we  possess  in 

Dramatia     French,  are   arguments    and   scraps   interpolated    in 

Latin  liturgies  of  a  dramatic  character.     Earlier  still 

these  works  had  been  wholly  in  Latin.     The  production  called 

'  The  Prophets  of  Christ'  is  held  to  date  from  the  eleventh  century, 

and  consists  of  a  series  of  utterances  of  the  prophets  and  patriarchs. 
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who  are  called  upon  in  turn  to  bear  testiinony  in  reference  to  the 
Messiah,  according  to  a  common  patristic  habit.  By  degrees  other 
portions  of  Old  Testament  history  were  thrown  into  the  dramatic  or 
^  least  dialogic  form.  In  the  drama  or  dramatic  liturgy  of  Daniel, 
fragments  of  French  make  their  appearance,  and  the  Mysteiy  of 
Adam  is  entirely  in  the  vulgar  tongue.  Both  these  belong  to  the 
twelfth  century,  and  the  latter  appears  to  have  been  not  merely 
a  part  of  the  church  services,  but  to  have  been  in-  Myitoriea 
dependently  performed  outside  the  church  walls.  It  snd 
is  accompanied  by  full  directions  in  Latin  for  the  Mir^oUs. 
decoration  and  arrangement  of  stage  and  scenes.  Another  im- 
poitant  instance,  already  mentioned,  of  somewhat  dubious  age, 
bat  certainly  very  early,  is  the  Mystery  of  7Ju  Ten  Virgins.  This  is 
not  wholly  in  French,  but  contains  some  speeches  in  a  Romance 
dialect.  These  three  dramas,  Daniel,  Adam,  and  The  Ten  Virgins,  are 
the  most  ancient  specimens  of  their  kind,  which,  from  the  thirteenth 
century  onward,  becomes  very  numerous  and  important  By  de^^ 
grees  a  distinction  was  established  between  (mystery  and  miracle- 
plays,  the  former  being  for  the  most  part  taken  from  the  sacred 
Scriptures,  the  latter  from  legends  and  lives  of  the  Saint3..aiid  of  ; 
t&  Virgin.  .  Early  and  interesting  specimens  of  the  miracle  are 
to  be  found  in  the  Tyophilt  of  Rutebceuf  and  in  the  Saini  Nicholas 
of  Jean  Bodel  d'Arras,  both  belonging  to  the  same  (thirteenth) 
century '.  But  the  most  remarkable  examples  of  the  miracle-play 
are  to  be  found  in  a  manuscript  which  contains  forty  miracles  of 
the  Virgin,  dating  from  the  fourteenth  century.  Selections  from 
these  have  been  published  at  different  times,  and  the  publication  of 
the  whole  was  undenaken  by  the  Old  French  Text  Society '.  As  the 
miracles  were  mostly  concerned  with  isolated  legends,  uiraoiei  ds 
they  did  not  lend  themselves  to  great  prolixity,  and  i»  Vierg«. 
it  is  rare  to  find  them  exceed  2000  lines.  Their  versification  is 
at  first  somewhat  licentious,  but  by  degrees  they  settled  down 
into  more  or  less  regular  employment  of  the  octosyllabic  couplet. 

'  Thae,  as  well  as  73i  Tat  yirgins  and  man;  other  pieces  soon  to  be  men- 
tioDed,  ue  to  be  found  in  MoDmeitiu^  and  Michel,  ThiStre  Frxm^U  au  M^/tf 
Agt,  Pirii,  1874,  last  ed. ;  Adam,  ed.  Luiarche*,  1S54. 

'  Ed.  G.  Paris  et  Ulyase  Kobecl,  1876-1893. 
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Both  in  them  and  in  the  mysteries  the  curious  mixture  of  pathos 
and  solemnity  on  the  one  side,  with  farcical  ribaldry  on  the 
other,  which  is  characteristic  of  mediaeval  times,  early  becomes 
apparent  The  mysteries,  however,  as  they  became  more  and  more 
a  favourite  employment  of  the  time,  increased  and  grew  in  length. 
The  narrative  of  the  Scriptures  being  more  or  less  continuous,  it 
was  natural  that  the  small  dramas  on  separate  subjects  should  by 
degrees  be  attracted  to  one  another  and  be  merged  in  lai^er  wholes 
It  was  another  marked  characteristic  of  mediaeval  times  that  all 
literary  work  should  be  constantly  subject  to  remamemeiit,  the  facile 
scribes  of  each  day  writing  up  the  work  of  their  predecessors  to 
the  taste  and  demands  of  their  own  audience.  In  the  case  of  the 
mysteries,  as  in  that  ,of  the  Chansons  de  Gtstts,  each  remanitmtnt 
resulted  in  a  lengthening  of  the  original.  It  became  an  under- 
stood thing  that  a  mystery  lasted  several  days  in  the  representation; 
and  in  many  provincial  towns  regular  theatres  were  constructed 
for  the  performances,  which  remained  ready  for  use  between  the 
various  festival  times.  In  the  form  which  these  representations 
finally  assumed  in  the  fifteenth  century,  they  not  only  required 
elaborate  scenery  and  properties,  but  also  in  many  cases  a  very 
large  troop  of  performers.  It  is  from  this  century  that  most 
of  the  mysteries  we  possess  date,  and  they  are  all  characterised  by 
enormous  length.  The  two  most  famous  of  these  are  the  Passion ' 
of  Arnould  Gr^ban,  and  the  Vttl  Tes/amm/',  due  to  no  certain 
author.  The  Passion,  as  ori^nally  written  in  the  middle  of  the 
fifteenth  century,  consisted  of  some  25,000  lines,  and  thirty  or 
forty  years  later  it  was  nearly  doubled  in  length  by  the  alterations 
of  Jean  Michel  The  Myslire  du  Vie!  Testament,  of  which  no 
manuscript  is  now  known,  but  which  was  printed  in  the  last  year 
of  the  fifteenth  century,  has  also  been  reprinted,  and  extends  to 
nearly  50,000  verses.  Additions  even  to  this  are  spoken  of;  and 
Michel's  Passion,  supplemented  by  a  Resurrection,  extended  to 
nearly  70,000  lines,  which  vast  total  is  believed  to  have  been 
frequently  acted  as  a  whole.  In  such  a  case  the  space  of 
weeks  rather  than  days,  which  is  said  to  have  been  sometimes 
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occupied  in  the  perfonnance  of  a  mastery,  cannot  be  thought 
excessive. 

The  enormous  length  of  the  larger  mysteries  makes  analysis 
of  any  one  of  them  impossible ;  but  as  an  instance  of  Hetepoaens- 
the  curious  comedy  which  is  intermixed  with  their  oagOhAmater 
most  serious  portions,  and  which  shocked  critics  even  ofMr»t«riM. 
up  to  our  own  time,'  we  may  take  the  scene  of  the  Tower  of  Babel  in 
the  Mystlre  du  Vtel  Teslammt ',  Here  the  author  is  not  content  with 
describing  Nimrod's  act  in  general  terms,  or  by  the  aid  of  the  con- 
venient messenger;  he  brings  the  actual  masons  and  carpenters 
on  the  stage.  Gask-Bois  (Spoilwood),  Casse-TuiUau  (Breaktile), 
and  their  mates  talk  before  us  for  nearly  aoo  lines,  while  Nimrod 
and  others  come  in  from  time  to  time  and  hasten  on  the  work. 
The  workmen  are  quite  outspoken  on  the  matter.  They  do  not 
altogether  like  the  job ;  and  one  of  them  says, 


K  little  further  on  and  they  are  actually  at  work.  One  calls  for 
a  hod  of  mortar,  another  for  his  hammer.  The  labourers  supply 
their  wants,  or  make  jokes  to  the  effect  that  they  would  rather 
bring  them  something  to  drink.  So  it  goes  on,  till  suddenly  the 
confusion  of  tongues  falls  upon  them,  and  they  issue  their  orders 
in  what  is  probably  pure  jargon,  though  fragments  of  some- 
thing like  Italian  can  be  made  out.  In  the  very  middle  of  this 
scene  occurs  a  really  fine  and  reverently  written  dialogue  between 
Justice  and  Mercy  pleading  respectively  to  the  Divinity  for  ven- 
geance and  pardon.  Instances  such  as  this  abound  in  the  mys- 
teries, which  are  sometimes  avowedly  interrupted  In  order  that 
the  audience  may  be  diverted  by  a  farcical  interlude. 

Of  the  miracles,  that  of  St.  Guillaume  du  Disert  will  serve  as  a 
fair  example.  It  is  but  1500  lines  in  length,  yet  ij^unont 
the  list  of  dramatis  personal  extends  to  nearly  thirty,  of  a 

and  there    are  at   least  as   many  distinct    scenes.  ™ii"i"  P**?- 
William,  count  of  Poitiers  and  duke  of  Aquit^ne,  has  rendered  him- 
self in  many  ways  obnoxious  to  the  Holy  See.    He  has  recognised 
*  Sfyitiridu  Viil  Tittamtnt.  i.  159-171. 
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an  anti-pope,  has  driven  a  bishop  fiom  his  diocese  for  refusing  to 
do  likewise,  and  has  offended  gainst  morality.  An  embassy, 
I  including  St  Bernard,  is  therefore  sent  from  Rome  to  warn  and 
correct  him.  WiUlam  is  not  proof  against  their  eloquence,  and 
soon  becomes  deeply  penitent.  He  quits  his  palaces,  and  retires 
to  the  society  of  hermits  in  Che  wilderness.  These  enjoin  penances 
upon  him.  He  is  to  have  a  heavy  hauberk  immovably  riveted 
on  his  bare  flesh,  and  with  sackcloth  for  an  overcoat  to  visit  Rome 
and  beg  the  Pope's  forgiveness.  He  does  this,  and  the  Pope 
sends  him  to  the  patriarch  of  Jerusalem,  William  taking  the 
additional  penance  as  a  proof  of  the  heinousness  of  his  sin.  After 
this  he  retires  by  himself  into  a  solitary  place.  Here,  however, 
a  knight  of  bis  country  seeks  him  out,  represents  the  anarchy  into 
which  it  has  fallen  in  bis  absence,  and  implores  him  to  return. 
But  this  is  not  William's  notion  of  duty.  He  refuses,  and  to  be 
free  from  such  importunities  in  future,  retires  to  the  island  of 
Rhodes,  and  there  lives  in  solitude.  Irritated  at  the  idea  of  his 
escaping  them,  Satan  and  Beelzebub  attack  him  and  beat  him 
severely;  but  he  recovers  by  the  Virgin's  intervention,  and  serves 
as  a  model  to  young  devotees  who  seek  his  cell,  and  like  him 
become  hermits.  At  last  a  chorus  of  saints  descends  to  see  his 
godly  end,  which  takes  place  in  the  presence  of  the  neophytes.  The 
events,  of  which  this  is  a  very  brief  abstract,  arc  all  clearly  indicated 
in  the  short  space  of  1500  verses,  many  of  which  are  only  of  four 
syllables*.  There  is  of  course  no  attempt  at  drawing  any  figure, 
except  that  of  the  saint,  at  full  length,  and  this  is  characteristic 
of  the  class.  But  as  dramatised  legends,  for  they  are  Ulde  more, 
these  miracles  possess  no  slight  merit. 

The  general  literary  peculiarities  of  the  miracle  and  mystery 
plays  do  not  differ  greatly  from  those  of  other  compositions  in 
verse  of  the  same  time  which  have  been  already  described.  Their 
great  fault  is  prolixity.  In  the  collection  of  the  Miracles  de  la 
Viergt,  the  comparative  brevity  of  the  pieces  renders  them  easier 
to  read  than  the  long  compositions  of  the  fifteenth  century,  and 
the  poedcal  beauty  of  some  of  the  legends  which  they  tell  is 
sufficient  to  furnish  them  with  interest.  Even  in  these,  however, 
'  Miracles  dt  la  Vitrgt,  ii.  i-54. 
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the  absence  of  point  and  of  dignity  in  the  eicpression  frequently 
mars  the  effect;  and  this  is  still  more  the  case  with  the  longsi 
mysteries.  Of  these  latter,  however,  the  work  of  the  brothers 
Gr^ban — for  there  were  two,  Arnould  and  Simon,  concerned — 
contains  passages  superior  to  the  general  run,  and  in  others 
lines  and  even  scenes  of  merit  occur. 

Although  the  existence  of  the  drama  as  an  actual  fact  was  for 
a  long  time  due  to  the  performance  and  popularity  of     -ptaitioa 
the  mysteries  and  miracles,  specimens  of  dramatic       Dranu. 
work  with  purely  profane  subjects  are  to  be  found  at  Adam  A»  1« 
a  comparatively  early  date.    Adam  de  la  Halle,  so  far  "' 

as  our  present  information  goes,  has  the  credit  of  inventing  two 
separate  styles  of  such  composition'.  In  Li  Jm  de'la  FeuilUe  he 
has  left  us  the  earliest  comedy  in  the  vulgar  tongue  known  ;  in  the 
pastoral  drama  of  Robin  el  Marion  the  earliest  specimen  of  comic 
opera.  Independently  of  the  improbability  that  the  drama,  once  in,  I 
full  practice,  should  be  arbitrarily  confined  to  a  single  class  of  subject, 
there  were  many  germs  of  dramatic  composition  in  mediaeval 
literature  which  wanted  but  a  little  encouragement  to  develope 
ihemselves.  The  verse  dialogues  and  dibais,  which  both  trouba- 
dours and  trouvbres  had  favoured,  were  in  themselves  incom- 
pletely dramatic.  The  paslourelks,  an  extremely  favourite"  and 
fashionable  class  of  composition,  must  have  suggested  to  others 
besides  the  Hunchback  of  Arras  the  idea  of  dramatising  them; 
and  the  early  and  strongly -marked  partiality  of  the  middle  ages 
for  jjageanls  and  shows  of  all  kinds  could  hardly  fail  to  induce 
those  who  planned  them  to  intersperse  dialogue. 

The  plot  of  Robin  et  Marion  is  simple  and  in  a  way  regular. 
The  ordinary  incidents  of  a  pasiourtlh,  the  meeting  of  a  fair 
shepherdess  and  a  passing  knight,  the  wooing  (in  this  case  an 
tmsaccessful  one)  and  the  riding  away,  are  all  there.  The  piece 
is  completed  by  a  kind  of  rustic  picnic,  in  which  the  neighbouring 
thepherds  and  shepherdesses  join  and  disport  themselves.  Marion 
is  a  very  graceful  and  amiable  figure ;  Robin  a  sheepish  coward, 
who  is  not  in  the  least  worthy  of  her.     In  Adam's  other  and 

'  S*e  Monmecqaf  uid  Uichet,  op.  dl.   Alio  ed.  Rambeau.   Marburg,  i386. 
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earlier  drama  he  is  by  no  means  so  paVtial  to  the  feminine  sex, 
and  his  work,  though  equally  fresh  and  vigorous,  is  more  complex 
and  less  artistically  finished.  It  is  in  part  autobiographic,  and 
introduces  Adam  confessing  to  friends  with  sufficient  effrontery 
his  intention  of  going  to  Paris  and  deserting  his  wife.  This  part 
contains  a  very  pretty  though  curiously  unsuitable  description  of 
the  wooing,  which  has  such  an  unlucky  termination.  Suddenly, 
however,  the  author  introduces  his  father,  an  old  citizen,  who  is 
quite  ready  to  encourage  bis  son  in  his  evil  ways  provided  it  costs 
him  nothing,  and  the  piece  loses  all  regularity  of  plot.  Divers 
citizens  of  Arras,  male  and  female,  are  introduced  with  a  more  or 
less  satiric  intention,  and  the  last  episode  brings  in  the  personages 
of  Morgue  la  F^e  and  of  the  mesnie  (attendants)  of  a  certain 
shadowy  King  Hcllequin.  .  There  is  a  doctor,  too,  whose  revela- 
tions of  his  patients'  affairs  are  sufficiently  comic,  not  to  say  farcical. 
Destitute  as  it  is  of  method,  and  approaching  more  nearly  to  the 
Fabliau  than  to  any  other  division  of  mediaeval  literature  in  the 
coarseness  of  its  language,  the  piece  has  great  interest,  not  merely 
because  of  its  date  and  its  apparent  originality,  but  because  of 
nimierous  passages  of  distinct  literary  merit  The  picture  of  the 
neglected  wife  in  her  girlhood  is  inferior  to  nothing  of  the  kind 
cven*in  the  thirteenth  century,  that  fertile  epoch  of  early  French 
poetry.  The  father,  too,  Maltre  Henri,  the  earliest  of  his  kind  on 
the  modern  stage,  has  traits  which  the  great  comic  masters  would 
not  disown. 

The  classes  of  later  secular  drama  may  be  thus  divided, — the 
monologue,  the  farce,  (he  morality,  the  sotie,  the  profane  mystery. 
The  first  four  of  these  constitute  one  of  the  most  interesting 
divisions  of  early  French  literature ;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
before  long  easy  access  will  be  afforded  to  the  whole  of  it.  The 
last  is  only  interesting  from  the  point  of  view  of  literarj"  history. 
The  monologue  is  the  simplest  form  of  dramatic  composition 
and  needs  but  little  notice,  though  it  seems  to  have 
met  with  some  favour  from  playgoers  of  the  time. 
By  dint  also  of  adroit  changes  of  costimie  and  assistance  from 
scenery,  etc,  the  monologue  was  sometimes  made  more  compli- 
cated than  appears  at  first  sight  possible,  as  for  instance,  in  the 
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Monologue  du  Bien  el  du  Mai  des  Dames,  where  the  speaker  plays 
succeswvely  the  parts  of  two  advocates  and  of  a  judge.  The 
monologue,  however,  more  often  consisted  in  a  dramatisation  of 
the  earlier  dil,  in  which  some  person  or  thing  is  made  to  declare 
its  OWD  attributes.  Of  very  similar  character  is  the  so-called  sermon 
joyeux,  which,  however,  preserves  more  or  less  the  form  of  an 
address  from  the  pulpit,  of  course  travestied  and  applied  to 
ludicrous  subjects.  ^ 

The  farce,  on  the  other  hand,  is  one  of  the  most  important  of 
all  dramatic  kinds  in  reference  to  French  literature.  It  is  a 
genuine  product  of  the  soil,  and  proved  the  aincestor  of  all  the  best 
comedy  of  France,  on  which  foreign  models  had  very  little  influ- 
ence. Until  the  discovery  and  acquisition  by  the  British  Museum 
of  a  unique  collection  of  farces  the  number  of  these  „ 
compositions  known  to  exist  was  not  large,  and  such 
as  had  been  printed  were  difficult  of  acce^.  It  is  still  not  easy  to 
get  together  a  complete  collection,  but  the  reimpression  of  the 
British  Museum  pieces  in  the  Bihliothlqut  Elzivirienne  ^  with 
M.  Ed.  Foumier's  Tkidlre  avanl  la  Renaissance '  contains  ample 
materials  for  judgment.  In  all,  we  possess  about  a  hundred  farces, 
most  of  which  are  probably  the  composition  of  the  fifteenth  cen- 
tury, though  it  is  possible  that  some  of  them  may  date  from  the 
end  of  the  fourteenth.  The  most  famous  of  all  early  French 
&rces,  that  of  PatheUn,  belongs,  it  is  believed,  to  the  middle  or 
earlier  part  of  the  fifteenth,  and  speaking  generally,  this  century 
is  the  most  productive  of  theatrical  work,  at  least  of  such  as 
remains  to  us.  The  subjects  of  these  farces  are  of  the  widest 
possible  diversity.  In  their  general  character  they  at  once  recall 
the  Fabliaux,  and  no  one  who  reads  many  of  them  can  doubt 
that  the  one  genre  is  the  immediate  successor  of  the  oiher.  The 
farce,  like  the  Fabliau,  deals  with  an  actual  or  possible  incident  of 
ordinary  life  to  which  a  comic  complexion  is  given  by  the  treat- 
ment The  length  of  these  compositions  is  very  variable,  but  the 
average  is  perhaps  about  live  hundred  lines.  Their  versification 
is  always  octosyllabic  and  regular.     But  a  curious  peculiarity  is 

'  Aneien  ThiSirt  frattfais,  »oU.  1-3.    Paris,  1854.  '  P^ris,  n.  d. 
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Ibund  in  most  of  them  as  well  as  in  a  few  contemporary  dramas 
of  ihe  serious  kind.  From  time  to  time  the  speeches  of  the 
characters  are  dovetailed  into  one  another  so  as  to  make  up  the 
Triolet  (or  rondeau  of  eight  hnes  with  triple  repetition  of  ihe 
first  and  double  repetition  of  the  second),  a  form  which  in  the 
fifteenth,  seventeenth,  and  nineteenth  centuries  has  been  a  favourite 
with  French  poets  of  the  lighter  kind.  The  number  of  per- 
sonages is  never  large ;  it  sometimes  fiiUs  as  low  as  two  (in  which 
case  the  farce  might  in  strictness  be  called,  as  it  sometimes  is, 
a  d^t  or  dialogue),  and  rarely,  if  ever,  rises  above  four  or  five. 
From  what  has  already  been  said  it  will  be  seen  that  it  is  not 
easy  to  give  any  general  summary  of  the  subjects  of  this  curious 
composition.  Conjugal  differences  of  one  kind  and  another 
make  up  a  very  large  part  of  them,  but  by  no  means  the  whole, 
and  there  are  few  aspects  of  contemporary  bourgeois  life  which 
do  not  come  in  for  treatment.  As  an  example  we  may  take 
the  Farce  du  Paste  et  de  la  Tarle '.  The  characters  are  two  thieves, 
a  pastry-cook,  and  his  wife.  The  farce  opens  with  a  lamentable 
Triolet,  in  which  the  two  thieves  bewail  their  unhappy  state. 
Immediately  afterwards,  the  pastry-cook,  in  front  of  whose  shop 
the  scene  is  kud,  calls  to  his  wife  and  tells  her  that  an  eel-pie  is  to 
be  kept  for  him,  and  that  he  will  send  for  it  later,  as  he  intends  to 
dine  abroad.  The  two  thieves  overhear  the  conversation,  and  the 
token  which  is  to  be  given  by  the  messenger,  and  after  trying  in 
vain  to  beg  a  dinner,  determine  to  filch  one.  Thief  the  second 
goes  to  the  pastry-cook's  wife,  gives  the  appointed  token,  and 
easily  obtains  the  pie,  upon  which  both  feast  Unluckily,  however, 
this  does  not  satisfy  them,  and  the  successful  thief,  remembering  a 
fine  tart  which  he  has  seen  in  the  shop,  decides  that  the  possession 
of  it  would  much  improve  their  dinner.  He  persuades  his  com- 
panion to  try  and  secure  it  Meanwhile,  however,  the  enraged 
pastry-cook  has  come  home  hungry  and  demands  his  eel-pie.  His 
wife  in  vain  assures  him  that  she  has  sent  it  by  the  messenger  who 
brought  his  token.  Her  husband  disbelieves  her;  words  run  high, 
and  are  followed  by  blows.  At  this  juncture  the  first  thief  appears 
and  demands  the  tart,  whereupon  the  irate  pastiy-cook  turns  his 
'  Ancitn  Th4dirt  Frati(aii,  u.  64-J9. 
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rage  upon  him.  The  stick  makes  him  confess  the  device,  and 
smarting  under  the  blows,  he  is  easily  induced  to  make  his  com- 
panion a  sharer  in  his  own  sorrows.  This  is  effected  by  an 
obvious  strsitagem.  The  pastry-cook  thus  avenges  himself  of  both 
his  enemies,  who  however,  with  some  philosophy,  console  them- 
selves with  the  SaxX  that,  after  all,  they  have  had  an  escellent 
dinner  without  paying  for  it. 

This  piece  serves  as  a  fair  example  of  the  more  miscellaneous 
farces,  in  almost  all- of  which  the  stick  plays  a  prominent  part, 
a  part  which  it  may  be  observed  retained  its  prominence  at  least 
till  the  time  of  Molifere.  Of  the  farces  dealing  with  conjugal  matters, 
one  of  the  most  decent,  and  perhaps  the  most  amusing  of  all,  is  the 
Faree  du  Cuvier,  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  story  under  the 
same  title  which  may  l>e  found  (possibly  taken  from  Apulehis)  in 
Boccaccio,  and  in  the  Fabliaux.  In  the  farce  a  hen-pecked  hus- 
band is  obliged  by  his  wife  to  accept  a  long  Ust  of  duties  which  he 
is  to  perform.  Soon  afterwards  she  by  accident  falls  into  the 
washing-tub,  and  to  all  her  cries  for  help  he  replies  '  cela  n'est 
point  k  mon  roUet'  (schedule).  Not  a  few  also  are  directed 
against  the  clergy,  and  these  as  a  rule  are  the  most  licentious  of  all. 
It  is,  however,  rare  to  find  any  one  which  is  not  more  or  less 
amusing;  and  students  of  Motive  in  puticular  will  find  analogies 
and  resemblances  of  ibe  most  striking  kind  to  many  of  his  motives. 
It  is,  indeed,  pretty  certain  that  these  pieces  did  not  go  out  of 
fashion  until  Moli^re's  own  dme.  The  titles  of  some  of  the 
early  and  now  lost  pieces  which  his  company  for  so  many 
years  played, in  the  provinces  arc  immediately  suggestive  of  the 
old  farces  to  any  one  who  knows  the  latter.  The  farce  was  more- 
over a  very  £tr-reacbing  kind  of  compositioiL  As  a  rule  the 
satire  which  it  contains  is  directed  against  classes,  such  as  women, 
die  clergy,  pedants,  and  so  forth,  who  had  nothing  directly  to  do 
with  politics,  and  it  is  thus,  more  or  less  directly,  the  ancestor  of 
the  comedy  of  manners.  It  is  never,  properly  speaking,  political, 
even  indirect  allusions  to  politics  being  excluded  from  it.  It  relies 
wholly  upon  domestic  and  personal  interests.  Not  a  few  farces, 
such  as  that  of  which  we  have  given  a  sketch,  turn  upon  the  same 
subject  as  the  Bt/iues  Framhts  attributed  to  Villon,  and  deal  witfi 
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the  ingenious  methods  adopted  by  persons  who  hang  loose  upon 
society  for  securing  their  daily  bread.  Others  attack  the  fertile 
subject  of  domestic  service,  and  furnish  not  a  few  parallels  to 
Swift's  Directiom.  Every  now  and  then  however  we  come  across 
a  faTce,  or  at  .least  a  piece  bearing  the  title,  in  which  a  more 
allegorical  style  of  treatment  is  attempted.  Such  is  the  farce  of 
Folle  Balance,  in  which  the  tendency  of  various  classes  to  loose  and 
tight  living  is  satirised  amusingly  enough.  A  gentleman,  a  mer- 
chant, a  farmer,  are  all  caught  by  the  seductive  offers  of  Folle 
Bobance,  and  are  not  long  before  they  repent  it.  Such  again 
is  the  Farce  du  Thiohgasires,  in  which  the  students  of  the  Paris 
theological  colleges  are  ridiculed,  the  F(^ce  de  la  PippA,  and 
many  others. 

In  strictness,  however,  those  pieces  where  allegorical  personages 

make  their  appearance  are  not  ferces  but  moralities.    These  com- 

positions  were  exceedingly  popular  in  the  later  middle 

ages,  and  their  popularity  was  a  natural  sequence  of  the 

rage  for  allegorising  which  had  made  itself  evident  in  very  early 

times,  and  had  in  the  Roman  de  la  Rose  dominated  almost  all 

other  literary  tastes.    The  taste  for  personification  and  abstraction 

has  always  lent  itself  easily  enough  to  satire,  and  in  the  fifteenth 

century  pieces  under  the  designation  of  moralities  became  very 

common.    We  do  not  possess  nearly  as  many  specimens  of  the 

morality  as  of  the  farce,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  morality  is 

often,  though  not  always,  a  much  longer  composition  than  the 

I  farce.     The  subjects  of  moralities  include  not  merely  private  vices 

and  follies,  but  almost  ail~acfiial  and  possible  defects  oTChiifCtr 

1  and  Slate,  and  occasionally  the  term  is  applied  to  pieces,  the 

I  characters  of  which  are  not  abstractions,  but  which  tell  a  story 

with  a  more  or  less  moral  tarn.     Sometimes  these  pieces  ran  to  a 

very  great  length,  and  one  is  quoted,  L'Homme  Juste  e(  tHomme 

Moniain,  which  contains  36,000  lines,  and  must,  like  the  longer 

mysteries,   have    occupied    days    or    even   weeks    in    acting.     A 

morality  however,  on  the  average,  consisted  of  about  3000  lines, 

and  its  personages  were  proportionally  more  numerous  than  those 

of  the  farce.     Thus  the  MoraliU  des  En/ans  de  Maintenant  contains 

thirteen  characters  who  are  indifferently  abstract  and  conaete; 
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Maintenant,  Mignotte,  Bon  Advis,  Instraction,  Finel,  Malduit, 
Discipline,  Jabien,  Losure,  Bont^,  IMsespoir,  Perdition,  and  the 
Fool.  This  list  almost  sufficiently  explains  the  plot,  which  simply 
recounts  the  persistence  of  one  child  in  evil  and  his  bad  end,  with 
the  repentance  of  the  other.  The  moralities  have  the  widest 
diversity  of  snbject,  but  most  of  them  are  tolerably  clearly  ex- 
plained by  their  titles.  La  Condamnation  de  Banqttef  is  a  rathei 
spirited  satire  on  gluttony  and  open  housekeeping.  MarcheUau 
attacks  the  disbanded  soldiery  of  the  middle  of  the  G^eenth  cen- 
tury. ChariU  points  out  the  evils  which  have  come  into  the  world 
for  lack  of  charity.  La  MoraliU  d'utte  Femmt  qui  avail  voulu 
Irakir  la  CiU  de  Romme  is  built  on  the  lines  of  a  miracle-play. 
Scimce  el  Atmrye  is  a  very  lively  satire  representing  the  superior 
chances  which  the  followers  of  jiiwrye— ignorance — have  of  obtain- 
ing benefices  and  posts  of  honour  and  profit  as  compared  with 
those  of  learning.  Mundus,  caro,  daemonia,  ag^n  tells  its  own  tale. 
La  Blasph/maleun,  which  is  very  well  spoken  of,  but  has  not  been 
reprinted,  rests  on  the  popular  legend  upon  which  Don  Juan  is  also 
based.  In  short,  unless  a  complete  catalogue  were  given,  there  is  no 
means  of  fully  describing  the  numerous  works  of  this  class. 

The  Sotie  is  a  class  of  much  more  idiosyncrasy.    Although  we 
have  very  few  Soties  (not  at  present  more  than  a 

dozen  accessible  to  the  student),  although  the  contents 

of  this  class  are  as  a  rule  duller  even  than  those  of  the  moralities 
and  infinitely  inferior  in  attraction  to  those  of  the  farces,  yet  the 
Sotie  has  the  merit  of  possessing  a  much  more  distinct  and  pecu- 
liar form.  It  is  essentially  political  comedy,  and  it  has  the  pecu- 
liarity of  being  played  by  stock  personages,  like  an  Italian  comedy 
of  the  early  kind.  The  Sotie,  at  least  in  its  purely  political  form, 
was,  as  might  be  expected,  not  very  long  lived  Its  most  cele- 
brated author  was  Gringore,  and  his  Sotie,  which  forms  part  of  Le 
Jeu  du  Prime  des  Salt  el  Mire  Soiie,  is  still  the  typical  example  of  the 
kind.  Besides  these  two  characters  (who  represent,  roughly  speak- 
ing, the  temporal  and  spiritual  powers),  we  have  in  this  piece,  Sotte 
Commune,  the  common  people ;  Sotte  Fiance,  false  confidence ; 
Sotte  Occasion,  who  explains  herself;  and  a  good  many  other 
allegorical  personages,  such  as  the  Seigneur  de  Gayet^,  etc.  Tbef-e 
-  H  a 
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pieces,  however,  are  for  the  most  part  so  entirely  occasional  that 
their  cliief  literary  interest  Ues  in  their  curious  stock  personages. 
It  should,  however,  be  observed  that  of  the  few  Soties  which  we 
possess  by  no  means  all  correspond  to  this  description,  some  of 
them  being  indistinguishable  from  moralities.  A  curious  detail  is 
that  the  various  pieces  we  have  been  mentioning  were  sometimes, 
in  representation,  combined  after  the  fashion  of  a  r^ular  tetraic^y. 
First  came  a  monologue  or  cry  containing  a  kind  of  proclamation. 
This  was  followed  by  the  Solie  itself;  then  followed  the  morality, 
and  lastly  a  farce.  The  work  of  Gringore,  just  noticed,  forms  part 
of  such  a  tetralogy. 

The  profane  mysteries  may  be  briefly  despatched.  They  were 
the  natural  result  of  the  vogue  of  the  mysteries  proper,  with  which 

Profane  they  vie  in  prolixity.  Some  of  them  were  based  on 
UralerlM.  history  or  romance,  such  as,  for  instance,  the  MystMy 
of  TVoy.  Others  corresponded  pretty  nearly  to  the  history  plays 
of  our  own  dramatists  at  a  later  period.  Such  is  the  Mystery 
of  the  Siege  of  Orleans  which  versifies  and  dramatises,  at  a  date 
very  shortly  subsequent  to  the  actual  events,  the  account  of  them 
already  made  pubUc  in  different  chronicles. 

Of  considerable  interest  and  importance  in  connection  with 
SooiAtieaof  these  early  forms  of  drama    is   the  subject  of  the 

Aotctra.  persons  and  societies  by  whom  they  were  represented, 
a  subject  upon  which  it  is  necessary  to  say  a  few  words.  At  firs^ 
as  we  have  seen,  the  actors  were  members  or  dependents  of  the 
clergy.  As  the  mysteries  increased  in  bulk  and  demanded  larger 
companies,  their  representation  fell  more  and  more  into  the  hands 
of  the  laity,  even  women  in  not  a  few  cases  acting  parts,  though 
this  was  rather  tiie  exception  than  the  rule.  It  became  not  unusual 
for  the  guilds,  which  play  such  an  important  part  in  the  social 
history  of  the  middle  ages,  to  undertake  the  task,  and  at  last 
regular  societies  of  actors  were  formed.  The  most  famous  of 
these,  the  Confririi  4e  la  Passion  (whose  first  object  was  to  play 
the  mystery,  or  rather  cycle  of  mysteries,  known  by  that  name), 
was  Ucensed  in  1403,  and  in  the  course  of  the  fifteenth  century  a 
very  large  number  of  rival  bodies  were  more  or  less  formally  con- 
stituted.    The  clerks  of  the  Bazoche,  or  Palace  of  Justice,  had 


long  been  dramatically  inclined,  but  it  was  not  till  this  time  that 
iliey  were  recognised  as,  so  to  speak,  the  patentees  of  a  peculiar 
form  of  drama  which  in  their  case  was  the  morality.  The  Enfanlsj 
sans  Souci,  young  men  of  good  families  in  the  city,  devoted  them- 
selves rather  to  the  Sotie,  and  the  stock  personages  of  that  curious 
form  correspond  to  the  official  titles  of  the  officers  of  their  guild. 
Besides  these,  many  other  similar  but  less  durable  and  regularly 
constituted  societies  arose,  whose  heads  took  fantastic  tides,  such 
as  Empereur  de  Galilee,  Roi  de  I'Epinelte,  Prince  de  I'Etrille,  and 
so  forth.  No  one  of  these,  however,  attained  the  importance  of 
the  Confraternity  of  the  Passion.  This  was  chiefly  composed  of 
tradesmen  and  citizens  of  Paris,  and  for  a  hundred  and  fifty  years 
it  continued  to  play  for  the  most  part  mysteries,  sacred  and 
profane  alike,  but  the  latter,  according  to  its  name  and  profession, 
less  commonly.  In  1548  a  curious  example  of  the  change  of 
times  and  manners  took  place,  owing  in  all  probability  to  the  in- 
fluence, direct  or  indirect,  of  the  Reformation.  The  Confraternity 
had  its  charter  renewed,  but  it  was  expressly  forbidden  to  play  the 
sacred  dramas  which  it  had  been  originally  constituted  to  perform. 
Thenceforward  secular  plays  only  were  lawful  in  Paris,  but  the  older 
dramas  continued  for  a  long  time  to  be  performed  in  the  provinces, 
and  in  BriEanny  have  been  acted  within  the  last  half  century.  The 
Confraternity  became  regular  actors  of  ordinary  farces,  and  as 
time  went  on  were  known  under  the  title  of  the  Comedians  of  the 
Hdtel  de  Bourgogne,  a  name  which  brings  us  at  once  into  the 
presence  of  Moliere.  In  these  last  sentences  we  have  a  little  out- 
stripped the  mediaeval  period  proper,  but  in  dramatic  matters  there 
is  no  gap  between  the  ancient  and  modern  theatre  until  we  arrive 
at  the  Fl^iade '.  And  even  then  we  must  be.  careful  not  10  ex- 
aggerate, as  some  modem  writers  both  in  France  and  elsewhere 
have  exaggerated,  the  separation  between  the  two.  This  is  wider 
in  French  drama  than  in  English,  and  wider  in  tragedy — especially 

'  The  two  first  volumes  of  M.  Petit  de  Jnlleville's  history  of  the  Mediaeval 
TheatR:  contain  an  encellent  account  of  the  Mysteries  (Paris,  1880).  Infotma- 
tioo  on  olhct  points  is  rather  scattered,  but  it  will  be  fuuad  well  summaiised  in 
Anbertin,  Histoire  de  la  Langut  el  de  la  LillJraliire  Pranfatse  au  MoytH  Age 
(Pam,  1876-S),  i  372-570.  A  complete  collection  of  farces,  seiies,  etc.  is 
one  of  Ibe  tasks  left  for  the  Old  French  Text  Society. 
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French  Iraged}'— than  in  comedy.  But  in  the  last  case  it  is  very 
narrow  indeed,  and  even  in  the  case  of  tragedy  the  fancy  of  French 
Renaissance  and  Augustan  writers  for  biblical  and  hagiological 
subjects  helps  to  make  a  more  than  practicable  bridge.  There  is 
no  question  but  that  the  passion  for  theatrical  performances  created 
and  fostered  by  the  mediaeval  drama  was  met  and  satisfied  in 
this  case  as  in  others  by  a  change  in  the  food  provided  for  it ;  bat 
the  change  was  the  introduction  not  of  anything  new,  but  only  of 
a  new  kind  of  the  old. 
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CHAPTER    XI. 

PROSE    CHRONICLES. 

In  all  countries  the  use  of  prose  for  literature  is  chronologically 
later  than  the  use  of  poetry,  and  France  is  no  excep-  Baainnina 
don  to  the  rule.  The  Chansons  de  Gestes  were  in  of  Prose 
their  way  historical  poems,  and  they  were,  as  we  have  CTonloloa. 
seen,  soon  followed  by  directly  historical  poems  in  considerable 
□umbers.  It  was  not,  however,  till  the  prose  Arthurian  romances 
of  Map  or  any  one  else  had  made  prose  popular  as  a  vehicle  for 
hag  narratives,  that  regular  history  began  to  be  written  in  the 
vulgar  tongue.  The  vogue  of  these  prose  romances  dates  from 
the  latter  portion  of  the  tweitih  century;  the  prose  chronicle 
follows  it  closely,  and  dates  from  the  beginning  of  the  thirteenth. 
It  was  not  at  first  original.  The  practice  of  chronicle  writing 
in  Latin  had  been  frequent  diiring  the  earlier  centuries,  and  at  last 
the  monks  of  three  monasteries,  St.  Benoit  sur  Loire,  St.  Germain 
des  Pr^S,  and  St.  Denis,  began  to  keep  a  regular  register  of  the 
events  of  their  own  time,  connecting  this  with  earlier  chronicles  of 
Ihe  past.  The  most  famous  and  dignified  of  the  three,  St  Denis, 
became  specially  the  home  of  history.  The  earliest  French  prose 
chronicles  do  .not,  however,  come  from  this  place.  They  are  two 
in  number;  both  date  from  the  earliest  years  of  the  thirteenth 
century,  and  both  are  translations.  One  is  a  version  of  a  Latin 
compilaUon  of  Merovingian  history ;  the  other  of  the  famous 
chronicle  of  Turpin^,    These  two  are  composed  in  a  southern 

>  The  chronicle  of  the  psendo-Turpin  is  of  little  real  importance  in  the 
bisloiy  of  French  literature,  because  il  is  adraitled  to  have  been  written 
in  Latin.  Tbebu^y  idleness  of  critics  ha,s  however  prompted  tbeni  to  disCQSSat 
great  length  the  question  whether  the  CAamen  dt  Roland  may  not  possibly 
have  been  composed  from  this  chronicle.  The  facts  are  these.  Tilpin  or  Turpin 
was  actually  archbishop  of  Rheims  fiom  753-794.  b"'  nobody  preleiidB  that 
the  chronicle  going  under  his  name  ii  authentic.    All  that  ii  certain  is  that  it 
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dialect  boidering  on  the  Provencal,  and  the  first  was  either  written 
by  or  ascribed  to  a  certain  Nicholas  of  Senlis.  The  example  was 
followed,  but  it  was  not  till  IZ74  that  a  complete  vernacular 
version  of  the  history  of  France  was  executed  by  a  monk  of  St. 
Denis — Primat — in  French  prose.  This  version,  slightly  modified, 
OTUkdsB  became  the  original  of  a  compilation  very  famous 
Chronlquea  in  French  literature  and  history,  the  Grande!  Chro- 
da  France.  „iq^s  4e  France,  which  was  regularly  continued  by 
members  of  the  same  community  until  the  reign  of  Charles  V, 
from  official  sources  and  under  royal  authority.  The  work,  under 
the  same  title  but  written  by  laics,  extends  hirther  to  the  reign  of 
Louis  XI.  The  necessity  of  translation  ceased  as  soon  as  the 
example  of  writing  in  the  vernacular  had  been  set,  though  Latin 
chronicles  continued  to  be  produced  as  well  as  French. 

Long,  however,  before  history  on  the  great  scale  had  been  thus 
attempted,  and  very  soon  after  the  first  attempt  of  Nicholas  of 
Senlis  had  shown  that  the  vulgar  tongue  was  capable  of  such  use, 
original  prose  memoirs  and  chronicles  of  contemporary  events  had 
been  produced,  and,  as  happens  more  than  once  in  French  litera- 
ture, the  first,  or  one  of  the  first,  was  also  the  besL     The  Con- 
Villetuw-     ?<'^  f^  ConslanlirwbU^  of  Geoffroy  de  Villehardouin 
douin.       was  written  in  all  probability  during  the  first  decade 
of  the  thirteenth  century.    Its  author  was  born  at  Villehardouin, 
near  Troyes,  about  1160,  and  died,  it  would  seem,  in  his  Greek  fief 
,    of  Messinople  in  1 2 1 3.     His  book  contains  a  histoty  of  the  Fourth 
Crusade,  which  resulted  in  no  action  against  the  infidels,  but  in 
'    the  establishment  for  the  time~or~a~Latin  empire  and  in  the  par- 
tition of  Greece  among  French  barons.    Villehardouin's  memoirs 
are  by  universal  consent  among  the  most  attractive  works  of  the 

is  not  Utei  than  1165,  and  that  it  is  probably  not  earlier  than  the  middle,  or  at 
most  the  beginning,  of  the  eleventh  century,  while  the  part  of  it  which  is  more 
particularly  in  qnestioa  n  of  the  end  of  that  century.  Roland  is  almost 
certainly  of  the  middle  at  latest.  Curiosity  on  this  point  may  be  gratified  by 
consulting  M.  Gaston  Paris,  De  fseudo-Turpino,  Paris,  1865,  or  M.  Leon 
Gautier,  £/i^Aj  ^raBpuja,  Paris,  187S.  But,  from  the  literary  point  of  view, 
it  is  sufficient  to  say  that,  while  Ttirpin  'is  of  the  very  smallest  literaiy  merit, 
Roland  is  among  the  capital  works  of  the  middle  ages. 
'  Ed.  N.  de  Waillj.    Paris,  1874. 
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middle  ages.  Although  no  actually  original  manuscript  exists, 
we  possess  a  copy  which  to  all  appearance  faithrully  represenis  the 
original.  To  readers,  who  before  approaching  Vlllehardouin  have 
well  acquainted  themselves  with  ihe  characteristics  of  the  Chansons 
de  Gestes,  the  resemblance  of  the  Conqu£ie  de  ConstaniinobU  to 
these  latter  is  exceedingly  striking.  The  form,  putting  the  differ-, 
cnce  between  prose  and  verse  aside,  is  very  similar,  and  the  merits 
of  vigorous  and  brightly  coloured  language,  of  simplicity  and  vivid- 
ness of  presentation,  are  identical.  At  the  same  time  either  his 
own  genius  or  the  form  which  he  has  adopted  has  saved  Villehar- 
douin  from  the  crying  defect  of  most  mediaeval  work,  prolixity  and 
monotony.  He  has  much  to  say  as  well  as  a  striking  manner  of 
saying  it,  and  the  interest  of  his  work  as  a  story  yields  in  nothing 
to  its  picturesqueness  as  a  piece  of  literary  composition.  His  in- 
direct as  well  as  direct  literary  value  is  moreover  very  great,  because 
he  enables  us  to  gee  that  the  picture  of  manners  and  thought  given 
by  the  Chansons  de  Gestes  is  in  the  m:un  strictly  true  to  the  actual 
habits  of  tlie  time — the  time,  that  is  to  say,  of  their  composition, 
notoftheirnominal subjects.  Villehardouin  is  the  chief  literary  ex- 
ponent of  the  first  stage  of  chivalry,  the  stage  in  which  adventure 
was  an  actual  fact  open  to  every  one,  and  when  Eastern  Europe 
Mid  Western  Asia  offered  to  the  wandering  knight  opportunities 
quite  as  tempting  as  those  which  the  romances  asserted  to  have 
been  open  to  the  champions  of  Charlemagne  and  Arthur.  But,  as 
a  faithful  historian,  he,  while  putting  the  poetical  and  attractive 
side  of  feudalism  in  the  best  light,  does  not  in  the  least  conceal  its 
defects,  especially  the  perpetual  jarring  and  rivalry  inevitable  in 
amiies  where  hundreds  of  petty  kings  sought  each  his  own  ad- 
vantage. 

The  Fourth  Crusade  was  fertile  in  chroniclers.     Villehardouin's 
work  was  supplemented  by  the  chronicle  of  Henri 
de  Valenciennes,  which   is  written   in    a   somewhat    ch_nnj-,ip-, 
similar  style,  but  with  still  more  resemblance  to  the      between 
manner  and  diction  of  the  Chansons,  so  much  so     ViUehar- 
that  it  has  been  even   supposed  by  some,  with  or     jpiaJ^ 
without     foundation,    to    be     a     rhymed     Chanson 
thrown  into  a  prose  form.     This  process  is  known  to  have  been 
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actually  applied  in  some  cases.  Another  historian  of  the  expedi- 
tion whose  work  has  been  preserved  was  Robert  de  Clari.  Baldwin 
Count  of  Flanders,  who  also  accompanied  it,  was  not  indeed  the 
author  but  the  instigator  of  a  translation  of  Latin  chronicles  which, 
like  the  Grandts  Chronigues  de  France,  was  continued  by  oiiginal 
work  and  attained,  under  the  title  of  Chronique  de  Baudouin 
d'Avtsnei,  very  considerable  dimensions. 

The  thirteenth  century  also  supplies  a  not  inconsiderable 
number  of  works  dealing  with  the  general  history  of  France. 
Guillaume  de  Nangis  wrote  in  the  latter  part  of  the  century  several 
historical  treatises,  first  in  Latin  and  then  in  French.  An  important 
work,  entitled  La  Chronique  dt  Rains  (Rheims),  dates  from  the 
middle  of  the  period,  and,  though  less  picturesque  in  subject  and 
manner  than  Villehardouin,  has  considerable  merits  erf  style. 
Normandy,  Flanders,  and,  the  Ctusades  generally,  each  havf 
groups  of  prose  chronicles  dealing  with  them,  the  most  remarkable 
of  the  latter  being  a  very  early  French  translation  of  the  work  of 
William  of  Tyre,  with  additions'.  Of  the  Flanders  group,  the 
already  mentioned  chronicle  called  of  Baudouin  d'Avesnes  is  the 
chief.  It  is  worth  mentioning  again  because  in  its  case  we  see 
the  way  in  which  French  was  gaining  ground.  It  exists  both  in 
Latin  and  in  the  vernacular.  In  other  cases  the  Latin  would  be 
the  original ;  but  in  this  case  it  appears,  though  it  is  not  positively 
certain,  that  the  book  was  written  in  French,  and  translated  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  might  happen  not  to  understand  that  language. 

As  Villehardouin  is  the  representative  writer  of  the  twelfth  cen- 
tury, so  is  Jotnville*  of  the  thirteenth,  as  far  as  history 
is  concerned.  Jean  de  Joinville,  S^n^chal  of  Cham- 
pagne, was  bom  in  rz£4  at  the  castle  of  Joinville  on  the  Marne, 
which  afterwards  became  the  property  of  the  Orleans  family,  and 
was  destroyed  during  the  Revolution.  He  died  in  1319.  He 
accompanied  Saint  Louis  on  his  unfortunate  crusade  in  1248,  but 

'  Ed.  P.  Paris.  3  vols.,  1S79--S0.  It  is  chatactecistic  of  the  middle  ages 
that  this  work  usually  bore  the  title  oF  Ranuui  iTEracli,  for  no  olher  reason 
than  that  the  name  of  Ileraclius  occurs  in  the  first  sentence. 

'  Ed.  N.  de  Wailly.  Paris.  1874.  Besides  the  Histoire  de  St.  Limit,  Join- 
ville has  left  an  inteiesling  Creda,  a  brief  relifiioui  manual  written  much  earlier 
in  his  life. 
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not  in  his  final  and  fatal  expedition  to  Tunis.  Most  of  die  few  later 
evenls  of  his  life  known  to  us  were  connected  with  the  canonisation 
of  the  king;  but  he  is  known  to  have  taken  part  in  active  service 
when  past  his  ninetieth  year.  His  historical  work,  a  biography 
of  St  Louis,  deals  chieSy  with  the  crasade,  and  is  one  of  the  most 
drcumstantial  records  we  have  of  mediaeval  life  and  thought  It 
is  of  much  greater  bulk  than  Viilehardouin's  ConqtUU,  and  is  com-  [ 
posed  upon  a  different  principle,  the  author  being  somewhat  ' 
addicted  to  gossip  and  apt  to  digress  from  the  main  course  of  hts  > 
narrative.  It  has,  however,  to  be  remembered  that  Joinville's  first 
object  was  not,  like  Viilehardouin's,  to  give  an  account  of  a  single 
and  definite  enterprise,  but  to  display  the  character  of  his  hero,  to 
which  end  a  certain  amount  of  desuitoriness  was  necessary  and 
desirable.  His  style  has  less  vigour  than  that  of  his  countryman 
and  predecessor,  but  it  has  more  grace.  It  is  evident  that  Join- 
ville  occasionally  set  himself  with  deliberate  purpose  to  describe 
things  in  a  literary  fashion,  and  his  interspersed  reflections  on 
manners  and  political  subjects  considerably  increase  the  material 
value  of  bis  work.  It  is  unfortunate  that  nothing  like  a  contempo-' 
laiy  manuscript  has  come  down  to  us,  the  earliest  in  existence 
being  one  of  the  late  fourteenth  century,  when  considerable  changes 
bad  passed  over  the  language.  With  the  aid  of  some  contem- 
porary documents  on  matters  of  business  which  Joinville  seems  to 
have  dictated,  M.  de  Wailly  has  effected  an  exceedingly  ingenious 
conjectiuul  restoration  of  the  text  of  the  book,  but  the  interest  of 
this  is  in  stricmess  diminished  by  the  fact  that  it  is  undoubtedly 
conjectural.  The  period  of  composition  of  Joinville's  book  was 
somewhat  late  in  his  life,  apparently  in  the  first  years  of  the  four- 
teenth century,  and  about  1310  he  presented  it  to  Louis  le  Hutin, 
though  it  does  not  appear  what  became  of  the  manuscript 

The  period  between  Joinville  and  Froissart  is  peculiarly  barren 
in  chronicles.  Besides  the  Chroniques  de  France  and  the  Chroniquet 
de  Flattdre,  there  are  perhaps  only  two  which  are  worth  mentioning. 
The  first  is  a  Chronique  det  Quatre  Premiers  VaUis,  written  from 
authentic  sources  of  information.  The  other  is  the  Chronique 
of  Jean  Lebel,  canon  of  D&ge '.  This  is  not  only  a  work  of 
■  Ed.  Fokin.     Brussels,  1863. 
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considerable  merit  in  itself,  but  Btill  more  remarkable  because  it 
was  the  model,  and  somelhing  more,  of  Froissart  That  historian 
began  by  almost  paraphrasing  the  work  of  Lebel ;  and  though  by 
degrees  he  worked  the  early  parts  of  his  book  into  more  and  more 
original  forms  according  to  the  information  which  he  picked  up, 
these  parts  remdned  to  the  last  indebted  to  the  author  from  whom 
they  had  been  originally  compiled. 

Froissart  was  born  in  1337  and  did  not  die  tillader  1409,  the  pre- 
cise date  of  his  death  being  unknown.  There  are  few  problems  of 
literary  criticism  which  are  more  difficult  than  that  of 
arranging  a  definitive  edition  of  his  famous  Chro- 
niques.  In  most  cases  the  task  of  the  cridc  is  to  decide  which  of 
several  manuscripts,  all  long  posterbr  to  the  author's  death,  deserves 
most  confidence,  or  how  to  supply  and  correct  the  faults  of  a  single 
document.  In  Froissart's  case  there  is,  on  the  contrary,  an  em- 
barrassing number  of  seemingly  authentic  texts.  During  the  whole 
of  his  long  life,  Froissart  seems  to  have  been  constantly  occupied  in 
altering,  improving,  and  rectifying  his  work,  and  copies  of  it  in  all 
Its  states  are  plentiful  The  early  printed  editions  represent  merely 
a  single  one  of  these ;  Buchon's  *  is  somewhat  more  complete.  But 
it  is  only  within  the  last  few  years  that  the  labours  of  M.  Kervyn 
de  Lettenhove  and  M.  Simeon  Luce  have  made  it  possible  (if  not 
with  entire  certainty)  to  see  the  work  in  all  its  conditions.  M. 
Kervyn  de  Lettenhove's  edition  is  complete  ^nd  excellent  as  far  as 
it  goes.  That  of  M.  Luce  was  unfinished  at  his  death.  The  editor, 
however,  succeeded  in  presenting  three  distinct  versions  of  the 
first  book.  This  is  the  most  interesting  in  substance,  the  least  in 
manner  and  Style.  It  deals  with  a  period  most  of  which  lay  out- 
side of  Froissart's  own  knowledge,  and  in  treating  which  he  was  at 
first  content  to  paraphrase  Jean  Lebel,  though  afterwards  he  made 
this  part  of  the  book  much  more  his  own.     It  never,  however, 

'  This  edition,  3  vols.,  Paris,  1855,  is  still  the  best  for  general  use.  Froissart's 
poema  (for  more  on  which  v.  sup.  p.  85  and  note}  give  many  biographical 
delails  which  are  iiileresting,  bat  unimportant.  He  wandered  all  bis  life 
from  court  lo  court,  patronised  and  pensioned  \>y  kings,  queens,  and  princes. 
He  was  successively  cur/  of  Lestines  and  canon  of  Chimny.  In  early  life 
he  was  much  in  England,  being  specially  patronised  by  Edward  III.  and 
Fbiljppa. 
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attained  to  the  gossiping  picturesqneness  of  the  later  books  (there 
are  four  in  all),  in  which  the  historian  relies  entirely  on  his  own  col- 
lections. Although  Cressj',  Poitiers,  and  Najara  may  be  of  more 
importance  than  the  fruitless  chevauch/c  of  Buckingham  through 
France,  the  gossip  of  the  Count  de  Foix'  court,  and  the  kite-and- 
crow  batdes  of  the  Duke  de  Berri  and  his  officers  with  Aymerigot 
Marcel  and  Geoffrey  T#te-Noire,  they  are  much  less  characteristic 
of  Froissart  The  literary  insect  of  Scott  enabled  him  (in  a  speech 
of  Claverhouse ')  exactly  to  appreciate  our  author.  Some  of  his 
admirers  have  striven  to  make  out  that  traces  of  political  wisdom 
are  to  be  found  in  the  later  books.  If  it  be  so,  they  are  very  deeply 
hidden.  A  sentence  which  must  have  been  written  when  Froissart 
was  more  than  fifty  years  old  puts  his  point  of  view  very  clearly. 
Geoffrey  TSte-Noire,  the  Breton  brigand,  '  held  a  knight's  life,  or  a 
squire's,  of  no  more  account  than  a  villain's,'  and  this  is  said  as  if 
it  summed  up  the  demerits  of  the  free  companion.  Beyond 
knights  and  ladies,  tourneys  and  festivals,  Froissart  sees  nothing  at 
all.  But  his  admirable  power  of  description  enables  him  to  put 
what  he  did  see  as  well  as  any  writer  has  ever  put  it.  Vast  as  his 
work  is,  the  narrative  and  picturesque  charm  never  fails;  and  in  a 
thousand  different  lights  the  same  subject,  the  singular  afterglow 
of  chivalry,  which  the  influence  of  certain  English  and  French 
princes  kept  up  in  the  fourteenth  century,  is  presented  with  a 
mastery  rare  in  any  but  the  best  literature.  He  is  so  completely 
indifferent  to  anything  but  this,  that  he  does  not  take  Ihe  sl^lest 
trouble  to  hide  the  misery  and  the  misgovemment  which  the  practical 
carrying  out  of  his  idea  caused.  Never,  perhaps,  was  there  a  better 
instance  of  a  man  of  one  idea,  and  certainly  thene  never  was  any 
man  by  whom  his  one  idea  was  more  attractively  represented.  To 
this  day  it  is  difficult  even  with  the  clearest  knowledge  of  the  facts 
to  rise  from  a  perusal  of  Froissart  without  an  impression  that  the 
earlier  period  of  the  Hundred  Years'  War  was  a  sort  of  golden  age 
in  which  all  the  virtues  flourished,  except  for  occasional  Ugly  out- 
breaks of  the  evil  principle  in  the  Jacquerie,  the  Wat  Tyler 
insurrection,  and  SO  forth.      As  a  historian  Froissart  is,   as  we 

'  Old  Mortality,  chap.  35. 
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should  expect,  not  cridcal,  and  he  carries  the  French  habit  of  dis- 
figuring proper  names  and  ignoring  geographical  and  other  trifles 
to  a  most  bewildering  extent.  But  there  is  little  doubt  that  he  was 
diligent  in  collecting  and  careful  in  recording  his  facts,  and  his 
extreme  minuteness  often  supplies  gaps  in  less  prolix  chroniclers. 

The  last  century  of  the  period  which  is  included  in  this  chapter 
is  extremely  fertile  in  historians.  These  range  themselves  natu- 
Finoenth-    ^^y '"  ^""^  *^'*sses ;  those  who  undertake  more  or  less 

Century  of  a  general  history  of  the  country  during  their  time, 
Chroniolert.  ^^d  those  who  devote  themselves  to  special  persons 
as  biographers,  or  to  the  recital  of  the  events  which  more  par- 
ticularly concern  a  single  city  or  district.  The  first  class,  more- 
over, is  more  conveniently  subdivided  according  to  the  side  which 
the  chroniclers  took  on  the  great  political  duet  of  their  period, 
the  straggle  between  Burgundy  and  France. 

The  Burgundian  side  was  particularly  rich  in  annalists.  The 
stndy  and  practice  of  historical  writing  had,  as  a  consequence  of 
the  Chronicle  of  Baudouin,  and  the  success  of  Lebel  and  Froissart, 
taken  deep  root  in  the  cities  of  Flanders  which  were  subject  to 
the  Duke  of  Burgundy,  while  the  magnificence  and  opulence  of 
the  ducal  court  and  establishments  naturally  attracted  men  of 
letters.  Froissart's  immediate  successor,  Enguerrand  de  Mon- 
Strelet,  belongs  to  this  party,  Monstrelet',  who  wrote  a  chronicle 
covering  the  years  1400-1444,  is  not  remarkable  for  elegance  or 
picture squeness  of  style,  but  takes  particular  pains  to  copy  exactly 
official  reports  of  speeches,  treaties,  letters,  etc.  Another  im- 
portant chronicle  of  the  same  side  is  that  of  George  Chastellain ', 
a  busy  man  of  letters,  who  was  historiographer  to  the  Duke  of 
Burgundy,  and  wrote  a  history  of  the  years  1419-1470.  Chastel- 
lain was  a  man  of  learning  and  talent,  but  was  somewhat  imbued 
with  the  heavy  and  pedantic  style  which  both  in  poetry  and  prose 
was  becoming  fashionable.  The  memoirs  of  Olivier  de  la  Marche 
extend  from  1435  to  1489,  and  are  also  somewhat  heavy,  but  less 
pedantic  than  those  of  Chastellain.    Dealing  with  the  same  period, 

'  Ed.  BuchOD.     Paris,  185S. 

*  Chistellain  has  been  fortunate,  like  most  Flemish  writers,  in  being  excel- 
lently tuul  completely  edited  (by  M.  Kervyn  de  Lettenhove,    8  toU.,  Brussels). 
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and  also  written  in  the  Burgundran  interest,  are  the  memoirs  of 
Jacques  du  Clerq,  1448-146},  and  of  Leffevre  de  Saint  R^my, 
1407-1436  ;  as  also  ihe  Chronicle  of  Jehan  de  Wavrin,  beginning 
at  Ihe  earliest  times  and  coming  down  to  1472.  Wavrin's  subject  is 
nominally  England,  but  the  later  part  of  his  work  of  necessity 
concerns  France  also. 

The  writers  on  Ihe  royalist  side  are  of  less  importance  and 
less  numerous,  though  individually  perhaps  of  equal  value.  The 
chief  of  them  are  Mathieu  de  Coucy,  who  continued  the  work  of 
Monstrelet  in  a  different  political  spirit  from  1444  to  1461 ;  Piene 
de  Fenin,  who  wrote  a  history  of  part  of  the  reign  of  Charles  VI ; 
and  Jean  Juvenal  des  Ursins\  a  statesman  and  ecclesiastic,  who 
has  dealt  more  at  length  with  the  whole  of  the  same  reign.  Of 
these  Juvenal  des  Ursins  takes  the  first  rank,  and  is  one  of  the 
best  authorities  for  his  period ;  but  from  a  literary  point  of  view 
he  cannot  be  very  highly  spoken  of,  though  there  is  a  certain 
simplicity  about  his  manner  which  is  superior  to  the  elaborate 
pedantry  of  not  a  few  of  his  coniemporaries  .and  immediate  suc- 
cessors. 

The  second  class  has  the  longest  list  of  names,  and  perhaps  the 
most  interesting  constituents.  First  may  be  mentioned  Le  Livre 
(ks  Fails  el  bonnes  Maun  du  sage  rot  Charles  V.  This  is  an 
elaborate  panegyric  by  the  poetess  Christine  de  Fisan,  full  of  learn- 
ing, good  sense,  and  sound  morality,  but  somewhat  injured  by  the 
classical  phrases,  the  foreign  idioms,  and  the  miscellaneous  eru- 
dition, which  characterise  the  school  to  which  Christine  belonged. 
Far  more  interesting  is  the  Livre  des  Fails  du  Mar&hal  de  Bouci- 
quall*,  a  book  which  is  a  not  unworthy  companion  and  commen- 
tary to  Froissart,  eihibiting  the  kind  of  errant  chivalry  which 
characterised  the  fourteenth  century,  and  in  part  the  fifleenth,  and 
which  so  greatly  assisted  the  English  in  their  conflicts  with  the 
French,  Joan  of  Arc  was  made,  as  might  have  been  expected,  the 
subject  of  numerous  chronicles  and  memoirs  which  have  come 
down  to  us  under  ihe  names  of  CousinoC,  Cochon,  and  Berry. 
The  Constable  of  Richemont,  who  had  (he  credit  of  overthrowing 

■  Ed.  Michand  et  Poujonlat,  '  Ed.  Michaud  el  PonjoaUt. 
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the  last  remnant  of  English  domination  at  the  battle  of  Formigny, 
found  a  tnographer  in  Guillaume  Gruel. 

Lastly  have  to  be  mentioned  three  curious  works  of  great  value 
and  interest  bearing  on  this  time.  These  are  the  journals  of  a 
citizen  of  Paris  (or  two  such),  which  extend  from  1409  to  142a, 
and  from  1434  to  1440,  and  the  so-called  Chronique  scandaleuse  of 
Jean  de  Troyes  covering  the  reign  of  Louis  XI,  These,  with  the 
already-mentioned  chronicle  of  Juvenal  des  Ursina,  are  filled  with 
the  minutest  information  on  all  kinds  of  points.  The  prices  of 
articles  of  merchandise,  the  ravages  of  wolves,  etc.,  are  recorded, 
so  that  in  them  almost  as  much  light  is  thrown  on  the  social  life 
of  the  period  as  by  a  file  of  modem  newspapers.  The  chronicle 
of  Jean  Chartier,  brother  of  Alain,  that  of  Molinet  In  continuance 
of  Chastellain,  and  the  short  memoirs  of  Villeneuve,  complete  the 
list  of  works  of  this  class  that  deserve  mention. 
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CHAPTER   XII. 

MISCELLANEOUS   PROSE. 

It  wfts  natural,  and  indeed  necessary,  that,  when  the  use  of  prose 
as  an  allowable  vehicle  for  literary  composition  was  Oenenl  lua 
once  understood  and  established,  it  should  gradually  of  Prow. 
but  rapidly  supersede  the  more  troublesome  and  far  less  appro- 
priate form  of  verse.  Accordingly  wc  find  that,  from  the  beginning 
of  the  thirteenth  century,  the  amount  of  prose  literature  is  con- 
stantly on  the  increase.  It  happens,  however,  or,  to  speak  more 
precisely,  it  follows  that  this  miscellaneous  prose  literature  is  oi 
much  less  importance  and  of  much  less  interest  than  the  con- 
temporary and  kindred  literature  in  verse.  For  in  the  nature  of  things 
much  of  it  was  occupied  with  what  may  be  called  the  journeywork 
of  literature, — the  stuff  which,  unless  there  be  some  special  attrac- 
tion in  its  form,  grows  obsolete,  or  retains  a  merely  andquarian 
interest  in  the  course  of  time.  There  was,  moreover,  still  among 
the  chief  patrons  of  literature  a  preference  for  verse  which  diverted 
the  brightest  spirits  to  the  practice  of  that  form.  Yet  again,  the 
best  prose  composition  of  the  middle  ages,  with  the  exception  of 
a  few  works  of  6ction,  is  to  be  found  in  its  chronicles,  and  these 
have  already  been  noticed.  A  review,  therefore,  much  less  minute 
in  scale  than  that  which  in  the  first  ten  chapters  of  this  book  has 
been  given  to  the  mediaeval  poetry  of  France,  will  suffice  for  its 
mediaeval  prose,  and  such  a  review  will  appropriately  dose  the 
survey  of  the  literature  of  the  middle  ages. 

tt  has  already  been  pointed  out  in  the  Hrst  chapter  that  docu- 
mentary evidence  exists  to  prove  the  custom  of  preaching  in 
French  (or  at  least  in  iingua  romana).  at  a  very  early  date.  It  is 
not,  however,  till  many  centuries  after  the  date  of  Mummolinus, 
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ihat    there    is    any   trace   of   regularly  written  vernacular    dis- 
courses.    When  these  appear  in  the  twelfth  century  the  Provenfal 
Pfoje        dialects  appear  to  have  the  start  of  French  proper. 
Seimoiu.     Whether  the  numerous  prose  sermons '  of  St.  Bernard 
SL  Bernard,  ^jjidj   exist   were   written    by   him    in    French,    or 
were  written  in  Latin  and  translated,  is  a  disputed  point    The 
most  reasonable  opinion  seems  to  be  that  they  were  translated, 
but  it  is  uncertain  whether   at    the  beginning  of  the   thirteenth 
or  the  middle  of  the  twelfth  century.     However  this  may  be, 
the  question  of  written  French  sermons  in   the   twelfth  century 
itAuzioe  da  does  not  depend  on  that  of  St.  Bernard's  author- 
sully,       ship.      Maurice  de   Sully,   who   presided   over   the 
See  of  Paris  from  1160  to  1195,  has  left  a  considerable  number 
of  sermons  which  exist  in  manuscripts  of  very  different  dialects. 
Perhaps  it  may  not  be  illegitimate  to  conclude  from   this,  thai 
at  the  time  such  written  sermons  were  not  very  common,  and 
that   preachers  of  different  districts  were  glad   to   borrow  them 
(or  their  own  use.    These  also  are  thought  to  have  been  first 
written  in  Latin  and    then    translated.     But  whether  Maurice 
de   Suljy  was  a  pioneer  or   not,  he  was   very  quickly  followed 
by  others.    In  the  following  century  the  number  of  preachers 
whose  vernacular  work  has  been  preserved  is  very  large ;    the 
,  increase  being,  beyond  all  doubt,  partially  due  to  the  foundation 
of  the  two  great  preaching  orders  of  St.  Francis  and  St.  Dominic. 
The  existing  literature,  of  this  class,  dating  from  the  thirteenth, 
the  fourteenth,   and  the   early  fifteenth  centuries,  is  enormous, 
but  the  remarks  made  at  the  beginning  of  this  chapter  apply 
to  it  fiiUy.    Its  interest  is   almost  wholly  antiquarian,  and   not 
in  any  sense  literary.     Distinguished  names  indeed  occur  tn  the 
catalogue  of  preachers,  but,  until  we  come  to  the  extreme  verge 
of  the  mediaeval  period  proper,  hardly  one  of  what  may  be  called 
the  first  importance.     The  struggle  between  the  Burgundian  and 
liatei        Orleanist,  or  Armagnac  parties,  and  the  ecclesiastical 
Pceadiara.    squabbles  of  [he  Great  Schism,  produced  some  figines 
Qenon.       ^f  greater  interest.     Such  are  Jean  Petit,  a  furious 
Burgundian  partisan,  and  Jean  Charlier,  or  Gerson,  one  of  the  most 
'  Sd.  ForMer.     ETlingetl.  iSSf 
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respectable  and  considerable  names  of  the  later  mediaeval  literature. 
Gerson  was  born  in  1363,  at  a  village  of  the  same  name  in  Lorr^ne. 
He  early  entered  the  College  de  Navarre,  and  distinguished  himself 
under  Peter  d'Ailly,  the  most  famous  of  the  later  nominalists. 
He  became  Chancellor  of  the  University,  received  a  living  in 
Flanders,  and  for  many  years  preached  in  the  most  constantly 
attended  churches  of  Paris.  He  represented  the  University  at  the 
Council  of  Constance,  and,  becoming  obnoxious  to  the  Bui^indian 
party,  sought  refuge  with  one  of  his  brothers  at  Lyons,  where  he  is 
said  to  have  taught  little  children.  He  died  in  1439.  Gerson,  it 
should  perhaps  be  added,  is  one  of  the  numerous  candidates  (but 
one  of  the  least  likely)  for  the  honour  of  having  written  the  Ivtita- 
lion.  He  concerns  us  here  only  as  the  author  of  numerous  French 
sermons.  His  work  in  this  kind  is  very  characteristic  of  the  time. 
Less  mixed  with  burlesque  than  that  of  his  immediate  successors, 
it  b  equally  full  of  miscellaneous,  and,  as  it  now  seems,  somewhat 
inappropriate  erudition,  and  far  fuller  of  the  fatal  allegorising  and 
personification  of  abstract  qualities  which  were  in  every  branch  of 
literature  the  curse  of  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries.  Vet 
there  are  passages  of  real  eloquence  in  Gerson,  though  perhaps 
the  chief  literary  point  about  him  is  the  evidence  he  gives  of  the 
insufBciency  of  the  language  in  its  then  condition  for  serious  prose 
work. 

This  is  indeed  the  lesson  of  most  of  the  writing  which  we  have 
to  notice  in  this  chapter.    Next  to  sermons  may  most  naturally  be 
placed  devotional  and  moral  works,  for,  as  may  easily  be  imagined, 
theology  and  philosophy,  properly  so  called,  did  not  condescend  to 
the  vulgar  tongue  until  afler  the  close  of  the  period.    Only  treatises 
for  the  practical  use  of  the  unlearned  and  ignorant  adopted  the 
vernacular.    Of  such  there  are  manuals  of  devotion  and  sketches 
of  sacred  history  which  date  from  the  thirteenth  century,  besides 
numerous  later  treatises,  among  the  authors  of  which    no^^und 
Gerson  is  again  conspicuous.     The   most  popular.  Devotional 
perhaps,  and  in  a  way  the  most  interesting  of  all    Tre«ti«M. 
such  moral  and  devotional  treatises,  is  the  book  of  the  Chevalier 
de  la  Tour  Landry',  written  in  the  third  quarter  of  the  fourteenth 
'  Ed.  MoQtaiglon.     Parii,  1S54. 
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century.  This  book,  destined  for  the  instruction  of  the  author's 
three  daughters,  is  composed  of  Bible  stories,  moral  tales  from 
ordinary  literattire  and  from  the  writer's  experience,  precepts  and 
rules  of  conduct,  and  so  forth ;  in  short,  a  Whole  Duty  of  Girls. 
Most  however  of  the  works  of  this  sort  which  were  current  were, 
as  may  be  supposed,  not  original,  but  translated,  atid  these  trans- 
lations played  a  very  important  part  in  the  history  of  the  language. 
The  earliest  of  all  are  translations  of  the  Bible,  especially  of  the 
Psalms  and  the  book  of  Kings,  the  former  of  which  may  perhaps 
date  from  the  end  of  the  eleventh  century.  Translations  of  the 
fathers,  and  of  the  Lives  of  the  Saints,  followed  in  such  numbers 
that,  in  1199,  Pope  Innocent  III.  blamed  their  indiscriminate  use. 
The  translation  of  profane  literature  hardly  begins  much  before 
the  thirteenth  century.  In  this  it  becomes  frequent;  and  in  the 
following  many  classical  writers  and  more  mediaeval  authors  in 
Latin  underwent  the  process.  But  it  was  not  till  the  close  of 
the  fourteenth  century  that  the  most  important  translations  were 
made,  and  that  translation  began  to  exercise  its  natural  influence 
on  a  comparatively  unsophisticated  language,  by  providing  terms 
of  art,  by  generally  enriching  the  vocabulary,  and  by  the  elabora- 
tion of  the  peculiarities  of  syntax  and  style  necessary  for  rendering 
the  sentences  of  languages  so  highly  organised  as 

three  successors  considerable  encouragement  was  given  by  the 
kings  of  France  to  this  sort  of  work,  and  three  translators,  Pierre 
Bersuire,  Nicholas  Oresme,  and  Raoul  de  Presles,  have  left 
special  reputations.  The  eldest  of  these,  Pierre  Bersuire  or  Ber- 
cbeure,  a  friend  of  Petrarch,  was  born  in  1390,  and  towards  the 
end  of  his  life,  about  1352,  translated  pan  of  Dvy,  Nicholas 
Oresme,  the  date  of  whose  birth  is  unknown,  but  who  entered 
the  Coll&ge  de  Navarre  in  1348,  and  is  likely  to  have  been  at 
that  time  thirteen  or  fourteen  years  old,  and  who  became  Dean 
of  Rouen  and  Bishop  of  Lisieux,  translated,  in  1370  and  the 
foUowing  years,  the  Ethict,  Politics,  and  Economics  of  Aristotle 
(from  the  Latin,  not  the  Greek).  He  died  in  1382.  Oresme 
was  a  good  writer,  and  particularly'  dexterous  in  adopting  neo- 
logisms necessary  for  his  purpose.     Raoul  de  Presles  executed 
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translations  of  the  Bible  and  of  Sl  Augustine's  De  Civitaie  Dei. 
All  these  writers  furnished  an  enlarged  vocabulary  to  their  suc- 
cessors, the  most  remarkable  of  whom  were  the  already  mentioned 
Christine  de  Pisan  and  Alain  CharUer.  The  latter  is  especially 
noteworthy  as  a  prose  writer,  and  the  comments  already  made  on 
his  style  and  influence  as  a  poet  apply  here  also.  His  Quadriloge 
Invtciif  and  Curial,  both  satirical  or,  at  least,  polemical  books, 
are  his  chief  productions  in  this  kind.  Raoul  de  pouooai  nnd 
Fresles  also  composed  a  polemical  work,  dealing  Polemical 
chiefly  with  the  burning  question  of  the  papal  and  Woriw. 
royal  powers,  under  the  title  of  Songe  du  Verger. 

It  might  seem  unlikely  at  first  sight  that  so  highly  technical  a 
subject  as  law  should  furnish  a  considerable  contingent  to  early 
vernacular  literature ;  but  there  are  some  works  of  this  kind  both 
of  ancient  date  and  of  no  small  importance.  England  and 
Normandy  furnish  an  important  contingent,  the  '  Laws  of  William 
ihe  Conqueror'  and  the  Coulumier  de  Normandie  being  the  most, 
remarkable ;  but  the  most  interesting  document  of  this  kind  is 
perhaps  the  famous  Assises  de  Jerusalem,  arranged  by  Godfrey  of 
Bouillon  and  his  crusaders  as  the  code  of  the  king-  oodsB  and 
dom  of  Jerusalem  in  1099,  and  known  also  as  the  liesnl 
Leiires  du  S^pukre,  from  the  place  of  their  custody.  TwatlBSi. 
The  original  text  was  lost  or  destroyed  at  the  capture  of  Jeru- 
salem by  Saladin  in  1187 ;  but  a  new  Assise,  compiled  from  the 
oral  tradition  of  the  jurists  who  had  seen  and  used  the  old,  was 
written  by  Philippe  de  Navarre  in  1240,  or  thereabouts,  for  the  use 
of  the  surviving  Latin  principalities  of  the  East.  This  was  shortly 
afterwards  enlarged  and  developed  by  Jean  d'lbelin,  a  Syrian 
baron,  who  took  part  in  the  crusade  of  St.  Louis.  These  codes 
concerned  themselves  only  with  one  part  of  the  original  Lei/res  du 
Se'puicrt,  the  laws  affecting  the  privileged  classes ;  but  the  other 
part,  the  Assises  des  Bourgeois,  survives  in  Le  Livre  de  la  Cour  des 
Bourgeois,  which  has  been  thought  to  be  older  than  the  loss  of 
the  original.  These  various  works  contain  the  most  complete 
account  of  feudal  jurisprudence  in  its  palmy  days  that  is  known, 
for  tht  still  earlier  Anglo-Normafi  laws  represent  a  more  mixed 
state  of  things.     It  was  especially  in  Cyprus  that  the  Jerusalem 
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codes  were  observed.  The  chief  remaining  works  of  the  same 
kind  which  deserve  mention  are  the  Etahlhsements  de  Si.  Louis 
and  the  Livre  de  Justice  et  de  Pkt,  which  both  date  from  the  time  of 
Louis  himself;  the  Conseil,  a  treatise  on  law  by  Pierre  de  Fontaines, 
who  died  in  1289,  and  the  Coulumes  du  Beauvotsis  of  Philippe  de 
Beaumanoir,  who  wrote  in  1283,  The  legal  literature  of  the  four- 
teenth century  is  abundant,  but  possesses  considerably  less  interest. 
Last  of  all,  before  coming  to  prose  fiction,  a  vast  if  not  very 
jj J jQpy^^g J  interesting  class  of  miscellaneous  prose  work  must  be 
and  Didaotio  mentioned.  Books  of  accounts  and  domestic  economy 
w^arkB.  gf  ^w  sorts  (generally  called  livres  de  rai'son)  were  very 
,  common.  We  have  a  M/nagier  de  Paris,  a  Viandier  de  Paris,  both 
of  the  fourteenth  century.  But  much  earlier  the  orderly  and 
symmetrical  spirit  which  has  always  distinguished  the  French 
makes  itself  apparent  in  literature.  The  Livre  des  Metiers  dt  Parts 
of  Etienne  Boileau,  dating  from  the  thirteenth  century,  gives 
■  a  complete  idea  of  the  organisation  of  guilds  and  trades  at  that , 
time.  An  innumerable  multitude  of  treatises  on  the  minor  morals, 
on  love,  on  manners,  esists  in  manuscript,  and  in  rare  instances  tn 
print.  The  Tr/sors,  or  compendious  encyclopaedias,  which  have 
already  been  noticed  in  verse,  began  in  the  thirteenth  century  to  be 
composed  in  prose,  the  most  remarkable  tteing  that  of  Brunetto 
Laiini,  the  master'  of  Dante,  who  avowedly  used  French  as  his 
vehicle  of  composition,  because  it  was  the  most  commonly  read 
of  European  languages.  This  book  was  written  apparently  about 
or  before  1270.  Nor  did  the  separate  arts  lack  illustration  in 
prose.  Medicine  and  alchemy,  astronomy  and  poetry,  war  and 
chegs,  had  their  treatises,  while  Bestiaries  and  Lapidaries  are  almost 
as  numerous  in  prose  as  in  verse.  Finally,  there  is  the  important 
category  of  IxHjks  of  travel.  There  are  a  certain  number  of  voyages 
to  the  Holy  Land';  some  miscellaneous  travels;  and  last,  but  not 

'  I  am  awate  that  the  '  mastership  '  is  now  disputed  :  but  with  all  respect  to 
Dante -experts,  of  whom  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  one,  the  reference  in  the  Inferno 
seems  to  me  to  have  no  other  possible  meaning. 

"  For  instance,  the  Saint  Vityage  de  Jerusalem  (1385),  ed.  Bonnardot  and 
Longnon.  Paris,  1878.  The  famous  bool;  called  Sir  John  Mandeville's,  though 
perhaps  originally  French,  "is  too  much  a  part  of  English  literature  to  be  more 
thin  mentioned  here. 
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least,  those  of  Marco  Polo,  which  seem  to  have  been  written 
originally  in  French,  the  author,  when  in  captivity  at  Genoa,  having 
dictated  it  to  Rusticien  of  Pisa,  who  also  figures  as  a  compiler 
of  late  versions  of  the  Arthurian  legend,  and  who  thus  had  some 
skill  in  French  composition. 

The  prose  fiction  of  the  period  has  been  kept  to  the  last,  because 
it  expresses  a  different  order  of  literary  endeavour  ji.-ti™^ 
from  those  divisions  which  have  hitherto  been  treated. 
The  language  of  the  middle  ages  was  ill-suited  for  work  other  than 
narrative;  for  narrative  work  it  was  supremely  well  adapted.  Yet 
the  prose  fiction  which  we  have  is  not  on  the  whole  equal  in  merit 
to  the  poetry,  though  in  one  or  two  instances  it  is  of  great  value, 
The  medium  of  communication  was  not  generally  known  or  used 
until  the  period  of  decadence  had  been  reached,  and  the  peculiar  de- 
fects of  mediaeval  literature,  prolixity  and  verbiage,  show  themselves 
more  conspicuously  and  more  annoyingly  in  prose  than  in  verse.  We 
have,  however,  some  remarkable  work  of  the  later  periods,  and  in 
the  latest  of  all  we  have  one  writer,  Antoine  de  la  Salle,  who  deserves 
to  rank  with  the  great  chroniclers  as  a  fashioner  of  French  prose. 

The  French  prose  fiction  of  the  middle  ages  resolves  itself  into 
several  classes :  the  early  Arthurian  Romances  already  noticed ; 
the  scattered  tales  of  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries,  which 
are  chiefly  to  be  studied  in  two  excellent  volumes  of  the  Biblio- 
thique  Elze'virimnt ' ;  the  versions  of  such  collections  of  legends, 
chiefly  oriental  in  origin,  as  the  History  of  the  Seven  Wise  Men  and 
the  Gesta  Romanorunt ;  the  longer  classical  romances  in  prose; 
the  late  prose  remaniemmts  of  the  great  verse  epics  and  romances 
of  the  twelfth  century ;  and  the  more  or  less  original  work  of  the 
fifteenth  century,  when  prose  was  becoming  an  independent  and 
coequal  literary  exponent  The  first  class  requires  no  further 
mention ;  of  the  thifd,  the  editions  of  the  Roman  des  Sept  Sages, 
by  M.  Gaston  Paris  °,  and  of  the  Violier  des  Hisloires  Romaines,  by 
M.  Gustave  Brunet',  may  be  referred  to  as  sufficient  instances; 
of  the  fourth  a  very  interesting  specimen  has  been  made 
accessible  by  the  publication  of  the  prose  Roman  tie  JuUs  Char 
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of  Jean  de  Tuim  *,  a  free  version  from  Lucan  made  apparently 
in  the  course  of  the  thirteenth  ceniuiy,  and  afterwards  imitated  by 
the  author  of  the  verse  romance ;  the  fifth,  though  very  numerous, 
are  not  of  much  value,  though  the  great  romance  of  Ptrctforest 
and  a  few  others  may  be  excepted  from  this  general  condemnation. 
The  second  and  the  last  deserve  a  longer  mention. 

The  tales  of  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries,  as  pub- 
lished by  MM.  Moland  and  Hdricault,  ate  eight  in  number.  Those 
of  the  second  volume  are  on  the  whole  inferior  in  interest  to  those 
of  the  first.  They  consist  of  Asseneth,  a.  graceful  legend  of  the 
marriage  of  Joseph  with  the  daughter  of  the  Egyptian  high-priest ; 
Troilus,  interesting  chiefly  as  a  prose  version  of  Benoist  de  Ste. 
More's  legend  of  Troilus  and  Cressida,  through  the  channel  of  Guido 
Colonna  and  Boccaccio ;  and  a  very  curious  English  story,  that  of 
the  rebel  Fulk  Fitzwarine.  The  thirteenth- century  tales  consist  of 
L'Empereur  Com/ant,  the  story  with  which  Mr,  Morris  has  made 
English  readers  familiar  under  the  title  of  the  '  Man  bom  to  be 
King;'  of  a  prose  version  of  the  ubiquitous  legend  of  jimMe/^MiVM/ 
of  Le  rot  Flore  el  la  belle  Jehanne,  a  kind  of  version  of  Griselda, 
though  the  particular  trial  and  exhibition  of  fidelity  is  quite 
different;  of  the  Comtesse  de  Ponlhieu,  curious,  if  not  interesting; 
and  lastly,  of  the  finest  prose  tale  of  the  French  middle  ages, 
Aucoisin  tt  Nicolelle.  In  this  exquisite  story  Aucassin,  the  son  of 
the  count  of  Beaucaire,  falls  in  love  with  Nicolette,  a  captive  damsel. 
It  is  very  short,  and  is  written  in  mingled  verse  and  prose.  The 
theme  is  fdr  the  most  part  nothing  but  the  desperate  love  of 
Aucassin,  which  is  careless  of  religion,  which  makes  him  indifferent 
to  the  joy  of  batde  and  to  everything,  except  '  Nicolette  ma  trfes- 
douce  mie,'  and  which  is,  of  course,  at  last  rewarded.  But  the  ex- 
treme beauty  of  the  separate  scenes  makes  it  a  masterpiece. 

Antoine  de  la  Salle  is  one  of  the  most  fortunate  of  authors. 

The  tendency  of  modem  criticism  is  generally  to 
^UBaUe  '  endeavour  to  prove  that  some   famous   author   has 

been  wrongly  credited  with  some  of  the  work  which 
has  made  his  fame.  Homer,  Shakespeare,  Chaucer,  Rabelais, 
have  all  had  to  pay  this  penalty.     In  the  case  of  Antoine  de  la 

»  Ed.  Setleeafit.     Halle,  1881. 
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Salle,  on  the  contrary,  critics  have  vied  with  each  other  in  heaping 
unacknowledged  masterpieces  on  his  head.  His  only  acknow- 
ledged work  is  the  charming  romance  of  Petii  Jean  de  Sainlrd^. 
The  first  thing  added  to  this  has  been  the  admirable  satire  of  the 
Quinse  Joyes  du  Mariage*,  the  next  the  famous  collection  of  the 
OniNouveiUs*,  and  the  last  the  still  more  famous  (arce  ofPaiieh'a'. 
There  are  for  once  few  or  no  external  reasons  why  these  various 
attributions  should  not  be  admitted,  while  there  are  many  internal 
ones  why  they  should.  Antoine  de  la  Salle  was  bom  in  1398,  and 
spent  his  life  in  the  employment  of  different  kings  and  princes ; — 
Louis  III,  of  Anjou,  King  of  Naples,  his  son  the  good  King  Ren^, 
Uie  count  of  Saint  Pol,  and  Philip  the  Good  of  Burgundy,  who 
was  his  natural  sovereign.  Nothing  is  known  of  him  after  1461. 
Of  the  three  prose  works  which  have  been  attributed  to  him— there 
are  others  of  a  didactic  character  in  manuscript — the  Quinze  J<yes 
(&  Manage  is  extremely  brief,  but  it  contains  the  quintessence  of 
all  the  satire  on  that  honourable  estate  which  [he  middle  ages  had 
elaborated.  Every  chapter — there  is  one  for  each  'joy'  with  a 
prologue  and  conclusion — ends  with  a  variation  on  this  phrase 
descriptive  of  the  unhappy  Benedict,  '  est  sy  est  enclose  dans  la 
nasse,  et  k  I'aventure  ne  s'en  repent  point  et  s'il  n'y  estait  ii  se  y 
mettroit  bientot ;  la  usera  sa  vue  en  languissant,  et  finira  mis^rable- 
ment  ses  jours.'  The  satire  is  much  quieter  and  of  a  more  humor- 
ous and  less  boisterous  character  than  was  usual  at  the  time.  The 
Ctnl  Nouvelles  NouvelUs  are  to  all  intents  and  purposes  prose 
fahb'aux.  They  have  the  full  licence  of  that  class  of  composition, 
its  sparkling  fim,  its  truth  to  the  conditions  of  ordinary  human  life. 
Many  of  them  are  taken  from  the  work  of  the  Italian  novelists, 
but  all  are  handled  in  a  thoroughly  original  manner.  In  style  they 
are  perhaps  the  best  of  all  the  late  mediaeval  prose  works,  being 
clear,  precise,  and  definite  without  the  least  appearance  of  bald- 
ness or  dryness.  Pelil  Jehan  de  Sainiri  is,  together  with  the 
Chronique  de  Messire  Jacques  de  Lataing^  of  Georges  Chastellain 
(1  delightful  bit^raphy,  which  is  not  a  work  of  fiction),  the  hand- 

'  Ed.  GnicIiiHd,     Piris,  1843, 

*  Ed.  Jannet.    Paris,  1853 ;  and  ed.  1857.  *  Ed.  Wrighl.    Paris,  185 S. 

*  Ed.  Fouraier,  Tki&tre  Franfok  avant  la  Rcaaissame.     Parii,  a.  d. 
'  Ed.  Kervyn  de  Letlenhove,  viii,  1-359. 
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book  of  the  last  age  of  chivalry.  Jehan  de  Saintr^,  who  was  a  real 
person  of  the  preceding  century,  but  from  whom  the  novelist 
borrows  little  or  nothing  but  his  name,  falls  in  love  with  a  lady 
who  is  known  by  the  fantastic  title  of  'la  dame  des  belles  cousines.' 
He  wins  general  favour  by  his  courtesy,  true  love,  and  prowess  ; 
but  during  his  absence  in  quest  of  adventures,  his  faithless  mistress 
betrays  him  for  a  rich  abbot.  The  latter  part  of  (his  book  exhibits 
something  of  the  satiric  intention,  which  was  never  long  absent 
from  the  author's  mind ;  the  former  contains  a  picture,  artificial 
perhaps,  but  singularly  graceful,  of  the  elaborate  religion,  as  it  may 
almost  be  called,  of  chivalry.  Strikingly  evident  in  the  book  is  the 
surest  of  att  signs  of  a  dying  stage  of  society,  the  most  delicate 
observation  and  S3mipathetic  description  joined  to  sarcastic  and 
ironical  c: 
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INTERCHAPTER   I. 

SUMMARY   OF   MEDIAEVAL   LITERATURE. 

In  the  forfgomg  book  a  view  has  been  given  of  the  principal 
developments  of  mediaeval  literature  In  France.  The  survey  has 
extended,  taking  the  extremest  chronological  limits,  over  some 
eight  centuries.  But,  until  the  end  of  the  eleventh,  the  monuments 
of  ancient  French  literature  are  few  and  scattered,  and  the  actual 
manuscripts  which  we  possess  date  in  hardly  any  case  further  back 
than  the  twelfth.  In  reality  the  history  of  mediaeval  literature  in 
France  is  the  history  of  the  productions  of  the  twelfth,  thirteenth, 
fourteenth  and  early  fi^eenth  centuries  with  a  long  but  straggling 
introduction,  ranging  from  the  eighth  or  even  the  seventh.  Its 
palmy  time  is  unquestionably  in  the  twelfth  and  the  thirteenth. 
During  these  two  hundred  years  almost  every  kind  of  literature  is 
attempted.  Vast  numbers  of  epic  poems  are  written ;  one  great 
story,  that  of  Arthur,  eaercises  the  imagination  as  hardly  any  other 
story  has  exercised  it  either  in  ancient  or  in  modem  times ;  the 
drama  is  begun  in  all  its  varieties  of  tragedy,  comedy,  and  opera ; 
lyric  poetry  finds  abundant  and  exquisite  expression;  history 
begins  10  be  written,  not  indeed  from  the  philosophic  point  of  view, 
hut  with  vivid  and  picturesque  presentment  of  fact;  elaborate 
codes  are  drawn ;  vernacular  homilies,  not  mere  rude  colloquial 
discourses,  are  composed ;  the  learning  of  the  age,  such  as  it  is, 
finds  popular  treatment ;  and  in  particular  a  satiric  literature,  more 
abundant  and  more  racy  if  less  polished  than  any  that  classical  an- 
tiquity has  left  us,  is  committed  to  writing.  It  is  often  wondered  at 
and  bewailed  that  this  vigorous  growth  was  succeeded  by  a  period 
of  comparative  stagnation  in  which  litde  advance  was  madci  and  in 
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which  not  a  little  decided  falling  off  is  noticeable.  Except  the 
formal  lyric  poetry  of  the  fourteenth  and  early  fifteenth  centuries, 
and  the  multiplied  dramatic  energy  of  the  latter,  nothing  novel  or 
vigorous  appears  for  some  hundred  and  forty  years,  until  the 
extreme  verge  of  the  period,  when  the  substitution  of  the  prose  tale, 
as  exemplified  in  the  work  attributed  to  Antoine  de  la  Salle,  for  the 
verse  Fabliau,  opens  a  prospect  which  four  cepturies  of  progress 
have  not  closed.  The  early  perfection  of  Italian,  a  language  later 
to  start  than  French,  has  been  regretfully  compared  with  this,  and 
the  blame  has  been  thrown  on  the  imperfection  of  mediaeval  ar- 
rangements for  educating  the  people.  The  complaint  is  mistaken, 
and  almost  foolish.  It  is  not  necessary  to  look  much  further  than 
Italian  itself  to  see  the  Nemesis  of  a  too  early  development.  French, 
like  English,  which  had  a  yet  tardier  literary  growth,  has  pursued  its 
course  unhasting,  unresting,  to  the  present  hour.  Italian  since  the 
close  of  the  sixteenth  century  has  contributed  not  a  single  master- 
piece to  European  literature,  and  not  much  that  can  be  called  good 
second-rate.  It  is  not  impossible  that  the  political  troubles  of 
France — the  Hundred  Years'  War  especially — checked  the  intel- 
lectual development  of  the  country,  but  if  so,  the  check  was  in  the 
long  run  altt^ether  salutary.  The  middle  ages  were  allowed  to 
work  themselves  out — to  produce  their  own  natural  fruit  before  the 
full  influx  of  classical  literature.  What  is  more,  a  breathing  time 
was  allowed  after  the  exhaustion  of  the  first  set  of  influences, 
before  the  second  was  felt.  Hence  the  French  renaissance  was 
a  far  more  vigorous  growth  than  the  renaissance  of  Italy,  which 
displays  at  once  the  signs  of  precocity  and  of  premature  decay. 
But  we  are  more  immediately  concerned  at  the  present  moment 
with  the  literary  results  of  the  middle  ages  themselves.  It  is  only 
of  late  years  that  it  has  been  possible  fully  to  estimate  these, 
and  it  is  now  established  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt  that 
to  France  almost  every  great  literary  style,  as  distinguished  from 
great  individual  works,  is  at  this  period  due.  The  testimony  of 
Brunetto  Laiini  as  to  French  being  the  common  literary  tongue  of 
Europe  in  the  thirteenth  century  has  been  quoted,  and  those  who 
have  read  the  foregoing  chapters  attentively  will  be  able  to  recall 
innumerable  instances  of  the  literary  supremacy  of  France.     It 
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must  of  course  be  remembered  that  she  enjoyed  for  a  long  time 
■iie  advantage  of  enlisting  in  her  service  the  best  wits  of  Southern 
England,  of  the  wide  district  dominated  by  the  Provencal  dialecLSi 
and  of  no  small  part  of  Germany  and  of  Northern  Italy.  But 
these  countries  took  far  more  than  they  gave:  the  Chansons  de 
Gestes  were  absorbed  by  Italy,  the  Arthurian  Romances  by 
Germany ;  the  Fabliaux  crossed  the  Alps  to  assume  a  prose  dress 
in  the  Southern  tongue;  the  mysteries  and  miracles  made  their 
way  to  every  corner  of  Europe  to  be  copied  and  developed.  To 
the  origination  of  the  most  successful  of  all  artificial  forms  of 
poetry — the  sonnet — France  has  indeed  no  claim,  but  this  is  almost 
a  solitary  instance.  The  three  universally  popular  books  (to  use 
the  word  loosely)  of  profane  literature  in  the  middle  ages,  the  epic 
of  Arthur,  the  satire  of  Reynard  the  Fox,  the  allegorical  romance 
of  the  Rose,  are  of  French  origin.  In  importance  as  in  bulk  no 
literature  of  these  four  centuries  could  dare  to  vie  with  French. 

This  astonishing  vigour  of  imaginative  writing  was  however 
accompianied  by  a  corresponding  backwardness  in  the  application 
of  the  vernacular  to  the  use  of  the  exacter  and  more  serious 
departments  of  letters.  Before  Comines,  the  French  chronicle  was 
little  more  than  gossip,  though  it  was  often  the  gossip  of  genius. 
No  philosophical,  theological,  ethical,  or  political  work  deserving 
account  was  written  in  French  prose  before  the  beginning  of  the 
sixteenth  century.  The  very  language  remained  utterly  unfitted  • 
for  any  such  use.  Its  vocabulary,  though  enormously  rich  in  mere 
volume,  was  destitute  of  terms  of  the  subtlety  and  precision  neces- 
sary for  serious  prose ;  its  syntax  was  hardly  equal  to  anything 
but  a  certain  loose  and  flowing  narration,  which,  when  turned  into 
the  channel  of  argument,  became  either  bald  or  prolix.  The  tmi- 
versal  use  of  Latin  for  graver  purposes  had  stunted  and  disabled 
it  At  the  same  time  great  changes  passed  over  the  language 
itself.  Id  the  fourteenth  century  it  lost  with  its  inflections  not  a 
little  of  its  picturesqueness,  and  had  as  yet  hit  upon  no  means  of 
supplying  the  want.  The  loose  orthography  of  the  middle  ages 
had  culminated  in  a  fantastic  redundance  of  consonants  which  was 
reproduced  in  the  earliest  printed  books.  This,  as  readers  of 
Rabelais  are   aware,  was  an  admirable  assistance  to  grotesque 
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effect,  but  it  was  fetal  to  elegance  or  dignity  except  in  the  om- 
nipotent hands  of  a  master  like  Rabelais  himself.  In  the  fifteenth 
century,  moreover,  the  stereotyped  forms  of  poetry  were  losing  their 
freshness  and  grace  while  retaining  their  stately  precision.  The 
faculty  of  sustained  verse  narrative  had  fled  the  country,  only  to 
return  at  veiy  long  intervals  and  in  very  few  cases.  The  natural 
and  almost  childish  outspokenness  of  early  times  had  brought 
about  in  all  departments  of  comtc  literature  a  revolting  coarseness 
of  speech.  The  farce  and  the  prose, tale  almost  outdo  the  more 
aiCii  fabliau  in  this.  Nothing  like  a  critical  spirit  had  yet  mani- 
fested itself  in  matters  literary,  unless  the  universal  following  of  a 
few  accepted  models  may  be  called  criticism.  The  very  motives 
of  the  mediaeval  literature,  its  unquestioning  faith,  its  sense  of  a 
narrow  circle  of  knowledge  surrounded  by  a  vast  unknown,  its 
acceptance  of  classes  and  orders  in  church  and  state  (tempered  as 
this  acceptance  had  been  by  the  sharpest  satire  on  particulars  but 
by  hardly  any  argument  on  general  points),  were  losing  their  force. 
Everything  was  ready  for  a  renaissance,  and  the  next  book  will 
show  bow  the  Renaissance  came  and  what  it  did. 
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CHAPTER     I. 

VILLON,    COMINES,    AND   THE    LATER    FIFTEENTH 
CENTURY, 

To  determine  at  what  period  exactly  mediaeval  literature  ceases 
in  France  and  modern  literature  begins,  is  not  one  of  the  easiest 
problems  of  Eterary  history.  It  has  sometimes  been  solved  by  the 
obvious  expedient  of  making  out  of  the  fifteenth  century  a  period 
of  transition,  sometimes  by  continuing  the  classification  of 
'mediaeval'  until  the  time  when  Marot  and  Rabelais  gave  unmis- 
lakeable  evidence  of  the  presence  and  working;  of  the  modern  spirit. 
Perhaps,  however,  there  may,  after  all,  have  been  something  in  the 
instinct  which,  in  words  clumsily  enough  chosen,  made  Boileau 
date  modem  French  poetry  from  ViUon  ',  and  there  can  hardly  be 
any  doubt  that,  as  far  as  spirit  if  not  form  goes,  modem  French 
prose  dates  from  Comines.  These  two  contemporary  .j^^^  Kiddle 
authors,  moreover,  have  in  ihem  the  characteristic  a^ob  and  the 
which  perhaps  more  than  any  other  distinguishes  BenaiMwioe. 
modern  from  mediaeval  literature,  the  predominance  Charaoteris- 
of  the  personal  element.  In  their  works,  especi-  jiiftoenth- 
ally  if  Villon  be  taken  with  the  immediately  preced-  century 
ing  and  partially  contemporary  Charles  d'OrMans,  a  Literature, 
difference  of  the  most  striking  kind  is  noticeable  at  once.  It  is 
not  that  the  prince  who  served  the  god  Nonchaloir  so  piously  is 
deficient  in  personal  characteristics  or  personal  attractiveness,  but 
iii^cles  gioasiets, 

^rt  Peil.  Ch.  I. 
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that  his  personality  is  still,  so  to  speak,  generic  rather  than  indi- 
vidual. He  is  still  the  Trouvfere  of  ihe  nobler  class,  dallying  with 
half-imaginary  woes  in  the  forms  consecrated  by  tradition  to  the 
record  of  them.  Not  so  the  vagabond  whose  words  after  four 
centuries  appeal  directly  to  the  spirit  of  Ihe  modem  reader.  That 
reader  is  cut  off  from  Charles  d'Orl^ans'  world  by  a  gulf  across 
which  he  can  only  project  himself  by  a  great  effort  of  study  or  of 
sympathetic  determination.  The  barriers  which  separate  him  from 
Villon  are  slight  enough,  consisting  mostly  of  trifling  changes  iu 
language  and  manners  which  a  little  exertion  easily  overcomes.. 

The  latter  portion  of  the  fifteenth  century,  or,  to  speak  more 
correctly,  its  last  two-thirds,  have  frequently  been  described  as  a 
'  dead  season '  in  French  literature.  The  description  is  not  wholly 
just.  Even  if,  according  to  the  plan  just  explained,  we  throw 
Charles  d'Orl^ans  and  Antoine  de  la  Salle,  two  names  of  great 
importance,  back  into  the  mediaeval  period,  and  if  we  allow  most 
of  the  chroniclers  who  preceded  Comines  to  accompany  them, 
there  are  still  left,  before  the  reign  of  Francis  the  First  witnessed 
the  definite  blooming  of  the  Renaissance  in  France,  the  two  names 
of  consummate  importance  which  stand  at  the  head  of  this  chapter, 
a  few  minor  writers  of  interest  such  as  Coquillart,  Baude,  Martial 
d'Auvergne,  an  interesting  group  of  literary  or  at  least  oratorical 
ecclesiastics,  and  a  much  larger  and,  from  a  literary  point  of  view, 
more  important  group  of  elaborate  versifiers,  the  so-called  grands 
ryioriquatrs  who  preceded  the  Pl^iade  in  endeavouring  to  Latinise 
the  French  tongue,  and  whose  stiff  verse  produced  by  a  natural 
rebound  the  easy  grace  of  Clement  Marot.  Each  of  these  per- 
sons and  groups  will  demand  some  notice,  and  the  mention  of 
them  will  bring  us  to  the  Renaissance  of  which  the  subjects  of  this 
chapter  were  the  forerunners. 

Francois  Villon ',  or  Corbueil,  or  Corbier,  or  de  Montcorbier,  or 

des  Loges,  was  certainly  bom  at  Paris  in  the  year 

°^      1431.    Of  the  date  of  his  death  nothing  certain  is 

known,  some  authorities  e&tending  bis  life  towards  the  close  of  the 

■  Ed.  P.  L.  Jacob.  Farii,  1S54.  Villon'*  life  hw  been  mach  dealt  with, 
■nd  beat  by  A.  Loognon  (Paris,  1S77),  wbo  re-edited  the  poems  in  1S91.  Dr. 
BijvaDck,  a  Datch  ichoUr,  haa  dealt  with  the  HSS. 
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century  in  order  to  adjust  Rabelais'  anecdotes  of  him',  others  sup- 
posing him  to  have  died  before  the  publication  of  the  first  edition 
of  his  works  in  1489.  That  -Villon  was  not  his  patronymic, 
whichsoever  of  his  numerous  aliases  may  really  deserve  that  dis- 
tinction, is  certain.  He  was  a  citizen  of  Paris  and  a  memljpr  of  the 
university,  having  the  status  of  cttrc.  But  his  youth  was  occupied 
in  other  matters  than  study.  In  1455  he  killed,  apparently  in  self- 
defence,  a  priest  named  Philip  Sermaise,  fled  from  Paris,  was  con- 
demned to  banishment  in  default  of  appearance,  and  six  months 
afterwards  received  letters  of  pardon.  In  1456  a  faithless  mistress, 
Catherine  de  Vausselles,  drew  him  into  a  second  affray,  in  which 
he  had  the  worst,  and  again  he  fled  from  Paris,  During  his 
absence  a  burglary  committed  in  the  capital  put  the  police  on  the 
track  of  a  gang  of  young  good-for-nothings  among  whom  Villon's 
name  figured,  and  he  was  arrested,  tried,  tortured,  and  condemned 
to  death.  On  appeal,  however,  the  sentence  was  commuted  to 
banishment  Four  years  after  he  was  in  prison  at  Meung,  con- 
signed thither  by  the  Bishop  of  Orleans,  but  the  king,  Louis  the 
Eleventh,  set  him  free.-  Thenceforward  nothing  certain  is  known 
of  him.  He  had  at  one  time  relations  with  Charles  d'Orl^ans. 
Such  are  the  bare  facts  of  his  singular  life,  to  which  the  peculiar 
character  of  his  work  has  directed  perhaps  disproportionate  at- 
tention. This  work  consists  of  a  poem  in  forty  stanzas  of  eight 
octosyllabic  lines  (each  rhymed  a,  b,  a,  b,  b,  c,  b,  c)  called  the 
Petit  Testament*;  of  a  poem  in  173  similar  stanzas  called  the 
Grand  Testammt,  in  which  about  a  score  of  minor  pieces,  chiefly 
ballades  or  rondeaux,  are  inserted ;  of  a  Codicil  composed  mainly 
of  ballades;  of  a  few  separate  pieces,  and  of  some  ballades  in 
argot,  collectively  called  Le  Jargon.  Besides  these  there  are 
doubtful  pieces,  including  a  curious  work  called  Les  Repues 
Franchct,  which  describes  in  octaves  like  those  of  the  Testaments 
the  swindUng  tricks  of  Villon  and  his  companions,  an  excellent 

'  One  of  these  anecdotes  makes  him  patronised  by  Edward  the  Fifth  o! 
Engtand.    Bni  the  veiy  tenns  of  it  are  unsuitable  to  that  king, 

'  The  reader  may  be  remmded  tlial  the  Ttstament  was  a  recognised 
mediaeval  style.  It  was  satirical  and  all^orical,  the  legacies  which  it  gave 
bong  mostly  indicatiTe  of  the  legatee's  weaknesses  or  personal  peculiarities. 
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Ualogue  between  two  characters,  the  Seigneurs  de  Mallepaye  and 
Baillevent,  and  a  still  hetter  Monologue  entitled  Le  Franc  Archter 
de  BagnoUl.  The  Little  Testament  was  written  after  the  affair 
with  Catherine  de  Vausselles,  the  Great  Testament  after  his  libera- 
tion from  the  Bishop's  Prison  at  Meung.  Many  of  the  niinor. 
poems  contain  allusions  which  enable  us  to  fix  them  to  various 
events  in  the  poet's  life.  The  first  edition  of  his  works  was,  as 
has  been  said,  published  in  1489.  In  1533  he  had  the  honour  of 
having  Marot  for  editor,  and  up  to  the  date  of  the  Bibjiophile 
Jacob's  edition  of  1854  (since  when  there  have  been  several  edi- 
tions), the  number  bad  reached  thirty-two, 

The  characteristics  of  Villon  may  be  looked  at  either  techni- 
cally or  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  matter  of  his  work.  He  had 
an  extraordinary  mastery  of  the  most  artificial  forms  of  poetry  which 
have  ever  been  employed.  The  rondel,  which  Charles  d'Orl^ana 
wrote  with  so  much  grace,  he  did  not  use,  but  his  rondeaux 
are  generally  exquisite.  The  ballade,  however,  was  his  special 
province.  No  writer  has  ever  got  the  full  virtue  out  of  the  recur- 
rent rhymes  and  refrains,  which  are  the  special  characteristics  of 
the  form,  as  Villon  has.  No  one  has  infused  into  a  mere  string  of 
names,  such  as  his  famous  Ballade  dcs  Dames  du  Temps  Jadis  and 
Others,  such  exquisitely  poetical  effects  by  dint  of  an  epithet  here 
and  there  and  of  a  touching  burden.  But  the  matter  of  his  verse 
is  in  many  ways  perfectly  on  a  level  with  its  manner.  No  one 
excels  him  in  startling  directness  of  phrase,  in  simple  but  infinite 
pathos  of  expression.  Of  the  former,  the  sudden  cry  of  the  Belle 
Heaulmi^re  after  the  recital  of  her  former  triumphs — 

Que  m'en  reste-t-U?  bonle  et  p^chd; 
and  the  despairing  conclusion  of  the  lover  of  La  Grosse  Margot — 

Je  mis  poilkrd,  pailkrdise  me  Koit — 
are  examples  in  point ;  of  the  latter  the  line  in  the  rondeau  to 
Death— 

Deux  jlions  et  a'avions  qu'un  ccear. 

No  one  has  bolder  strokes  of  the  picturesque,  as  for  instance — 
De  Constftntboble 
L'enpjriet  anx  pwngs  dore»; 
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and  no  one  can  render  the  sombre  horror  of  a  scene  better  than 
Villon  has  rendered  it   in  the    famous  epitaph   of  the   gibbeted 

corpses — 

^  La  plaie  nous  a  debu^  et  lav^s, 

Et  le  BOleil  d«ss6dies  et  noirds, 
Pies,  corbeaulx  nous  ont  les  j^eux  cav^s 
Et  airach^s  la  tnfrbe  et  les  souicils. 

These  are  some  of  Villon's  strongest  points.  Yet  in  his  com- 
paratively limited  work— limited  in  point  of  bulk  and  peculiar  in 
style  and  subject — he  has  contrived  to  show  perhaps  more  general 
poetical  power  than  any  other  writer  who  has  left  so  small  a  total 
of  verse.  The  note  of  his  song  is  always  true  and  always  sweet; 
and  despite  the  intensely  allusive  character  of  most  of  it,  and  the 
necessary  loss  of  the  key  to  many  of  the  allusions,  it  has  in  conse- 
quence continued  popular  through  all  changes  of  language  and 
manners.  Of  very  few  French  poets  can  it  be  said  as  of  Villon 
(hat  their  charm  is  immediate  and  universal,  and  the  reason  of 
tiiis  is  that  his  work  is  full  of  touches  of  nature  which  are  uni- 
versally perceived,  as  well  as  distinguished  by  consummate  art  of 
expression.  In  the  great  literature  which  we  are  discussing,  the 
latter  characteristic  is  almost  universally  present,  the  former  not 
so  constantly.  ^ 

The  literary  excellence  of  Comines'  is  of  a  very  diflferent  kind 
from  that  of  Villon,  but  he  represents  ihe  changed  an_i_-. 
attitude  of  the  modem  spirit  towards  practical  affairs 
almost  as  strongly  as  Villon  does  the  change  in  its  relations  to  art 
and  sentiment  Philippe  de  Comines  was  born,  not  at  the  chiteau 
of  the  same  name  which  was  then  in  the  possession  of  his  uncle, 
but  at  Renescure,  not  very  far  from  Hazebrouck.  His  family  name 
was  Vandenclyte,  and  his  ancestors  (Flemings,  as  their  name  im- 
plies) had  been  citizens  of  Ghent  before  they  acquired  seignorial 
position  and  rank.  The  eddcation  of  Comines  was  neglected 
(be  never  possessed  any  knowledge  of  Latin),  and  his  heritage  was 
heavily  encumbered.  He  was  bom  before  1447,  and  entered  the 
lervice  of  Philip  of  Burgundy  and  of  his  son  Charles  of  Charolsus, 
the  future  Charles  le  T^m^raire.  Comines  was  present  at  Montlh^ry 
and  at  the  siege  of  Dfege,  while  he  played  a  considerable  part  in 

>  Ed.  Ciiaiitelauze.    Fans,  1881.    Alio  usefully  in  Michaud  «t  Fonjoulat. 
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the  celebrated  affair  of  PSronne,  when  Louis  XI.  was  in  such 
danger.  Before  1471  he  had  been  charged  with  several  important 
negotiations  by  Charles,  now  duke,  in  France,  England,  and  Spain. 
But,  either  personally  disobliged  by  Charles,  or,  as  seems  most 
likely  from  the  Memoirs,  presaging  with  the  keen,  unscrupulous 
intelligence  of  the  time  the  downfall  of  the  headlong  prince,  he 
quitted  Burgundy  and  its  master  in  1472  and  entered  the  service 
of  Louis,  from  whom  he  had  already  accepted  a  pension.  He  was 
richly  rewarded,  married  an  heiress  in  Poitou,  and  at  one  time  en- 
joyed the  forfeited  fief  of  Talmont,  a  domain  of  the  first  import- 
ance, which  he  afterwards  had  to  restore  to  its  rightful  owners,  the 
La  Tremoilles.  The  accession  of  Charles  VIII.  was  not  favourable 
to  him,  and,  having  taken  part  against  the  Lady  of  Beaujeu,  he  was 
imprisoned  and  deprived  of  Talmont.  But  with  his  usual  sagacity, 
he  had  in  the  Duke  of  Orleans,  afterwards  Louis  XIL,  chosen  the 
representative  of  the  side  destined  to  win  in  the  long  run.  The 
Italian  wars  gave  scope  to  his  powers.  He  was  sent  to  Venice, 
was  present  at  the  battle  of  Fomovo,  and  met  Machiavelli  at 
Florence,  In  the  reign  of  Louis  XII.  he  received  new  places  and 
pensions,  and  he  died  in  151 1  aged  at  least  sixty-four, 

Comines  is  not  a  master  of  style,  though  at  times  the  weight  of 
his  thought  and  the  simplicity  of  his  expression  combine  to  produce 
an  effect  not  unhappy.  He  has  odd  peculiarities  of  diction,  espe- 
cially inversions  of  phrase  and  eudden  apostrophes  which  enliven 
an  otherwise  rather  awkward  manner-  of  writing.  Thus,  in  de- 
scribing the  bad  education  of  the  young  nobles  of  his  time,  he  says, 
'  de  nulles  letties  ils  n'ont  connaissance.  Un  seul  sage  homme  on 
ne  leur  met  \  I'eniour.'  And  in  his  account  of  the  operations 
before  the  battle  of  Morat  he  says,  '  II  (the  Duke  of  Burgundy) 
s^Journa  k  Losanne  en  Savoie  oil  vous  monseigneur  de  Vienne  le 
Bervltes  d'un  bon  conseil  en  une  grartde  maladie  qu'il  eut  de  douleur 
,  et  de  tristesse.'  On  the  whole,  however,  no  one  would  think  of 
reading  Comines  for  the  merit,  or  even  the  quaintneas  of  his 
Style,  nor  can  he  be  commended  as  a  vivid,  even  if  an  inelegant 
describer.  The  gallant  shows  which  excited  the  imaginations 
of  his  predecessors,  the  mediaeval  chroniclers  from  Villehardouin 
to  Fioissart,  find  in  him  a  clumsy  annalist  and  a  not  too  careful 


ch.  I.]    Villon,  Cominee,  and  the  later  Fifteenth  Century.    133 

observer.  His  interest  is  concentrated  exclusively  on  the  turn*  of 
fortune,  the  successes  of  statecraft,  and  the  lessons  of  conduct  to 
be  noticed  in  or  estracted  from  the  business  in  hand.  With  this 
purpose  he  is  perpetually  digressing.  The  affairs  of  one  country 
remind  him  of  something  that  has  happened  in  another,  and  he 
slops  to  give  an  account  of  this.  To  a  certain  extent  the  mediaeval 
influence  is  still  strong  on  Comines,  though  it  shows  itself  in  con- 
nection with  evidences  of  the  modern  spirit.  He  is  religious  to 
a  degree  which  might  be  called  ostentatious  if  it  were  not  pretty 
evidently  sincere  ;  and  this  religiosity  is  shown  side  by  side  with  the 
exhibition  of  a  typically  unscrupulous  ajid'  non-moral,  if  not  posi- 
.  lively  immoral,  statecraft.  Again,  his  reflexions,  though  usually 
lacking  neither  in  acuteness  nor  in  depth,  are  often  appended  to 
a  common-place  on  the  mutability  of  fortune,  the  error  of  anger, 
the  necessity  of  adapting  means  to  ends,  and  so  forth.  Every- 
where in  Comines  is  evident,  however,  the  anti-feudal  and  therefore 
anti-mediaeval  conception  of  a  centralised  government  instead  of 
a  loose  assemblage  of  powerful  vassals.  The  favourite  mediaeval 
ideal,  of  which  Saint  Simon  was  perhaps  the  last  sincere  champion, 
finds  no  defence  in  Comines  ;  and  it  seems  only  just  to  tillow  him, 
in  his  desertion  of  the  Duke  of  Burgundy,  some  credit  for  drawing 
from  the  anarchy  of  the  Bien  Public,  and  from  his  observations  of 
Germany,  England,  and  Spain,  the  conclusion  that  France  must  be 
united,  and  that  union  was  only  possible  for  her  under  a  king 
unhampered  by  largely  appanaged  and  only  nominally  dependent 
princes.  Il  should  be  said  tliat  the  M^moires  of  Comines  are  not 
a  c^tinuous  history.  The  first  six  books  deal  with  the  reign  of 
LouB  XI.  from  1465  to  1483.  But  the  seventh  is  busied  with 
Charles  the  Eighth's  Italian  wars  only,  the  author  having  passed 
over  the  period  of  his  own  disgrace.  Besides  the  Memoirs  we 
possess  a  collection  of  Letlres  el  Negotiations^. 

There  are  three  persons  who,  while  of  very  much  less  import- 
ance than  those  just  introduced  to  the  reader,  deserve  a  meniion 
in  passing  as  characteristic  and  at  the  same  time  meritorious 
writers,  during  the  second  and  third  qimrters  of  the  fifteenth  cen- 
tury, the  extreme  verge  of  which  the  life  of  all  three  a 
>  Ed.  Kervfn  d«  Letlenhove.   i  vols.  Biussels,  1867-8. 
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have  touched.  These  are  GuilUume  Coquillart,  Henri  Baude,  and 
Martial  d'Auvergne.  AH  three  were  poets,  all  three  have  been 
somewhat  over-praised  by  the  scholars  who  in  days  more  or  lesB 
recent  have  drawn  them  from  their  obscurity,  but  ail  three  made 
creditable  head  against  what  was  mistaken  and  absurd  in  the 
Uterary  fashions  of  the  time.  In  the  writings  of  all  of  them  more- 
over there  is  to  be  found  something,  if  not  much,  which  is  positively 
good,  and  which  deserves  the  attention,  hardly  perhaps  of  the 
o-iu^-t.  S^'^^^^  reader,  but  of  students  of  literature.  Co- 
quillart* was  a  native,  and  for  great  part  of  his  life 
an  inhabitant,  of  Rheims.  The  extreme  dates  givgn  for  his  birth 
and  death  are  1411  and  1510,  but  there  is  in  reality,  as  is 
usual  in  the  case  of  all  men  of  letters  before  the  sixteenth  century, 
very  little  solid  authority  for  his  biography.  It  may  be  men- 
tioned that  Marot  declares  him  to  have  cut  short  his  life  by 
gaming.  A  life  can  hardly  be  said  to, be  cut  short  at  ninety, 
nor  is  that  an  age  at  which  gaming  is  a  frequent  ruling  passion 
All  that  can  be  said  is  that  he  was  certainly,  as  we  should  now  say, 
in  the  civil  service  of  the  province  of  Champagne  during  the  reign 
of  Louis  XL,  that  like  many  other  men  of  the  time  he  united  eccle- 
siastical with  legal  functions,  being  not  only  a  town-councillor  but 
a  canon,  and  that  he  has  left  satirical  works  of  some  merit  and 
importance.  These  last  alone  concern  us  much.  His  diief  produc- 
tion is  a  poem  entitled  Les  Droits  Nouveaux,  in  octosyllabic  verses, 
not  arranged  in  stanzas  of  definite  length,  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
interlacing  the  rhymes,  and  not  in  couplets  after  the  older  fashion. 
The  plan  of  this  poem  is  by  no  means  easy  to  describe,  ^t  is 
partly  a  social  satire,  partly  a  professional  lampoon  on  the  current 
methods  of  learning  and  teaching  law,  partly  a  political  diatribe  on 
the  alterations  introduced  into  provincial  and  national  life  and 
polity  under  Louis  XI.  Not  very  different  in  character  and  exactly 
similar  in  form,  except  that  it  is  arranged  as  the  age  would  have 
said  par  personnages,  that  is  to  say  semi -dramatically,  is  the  Plai- 
doyer  de  la  Simple  el  ie  la  Rus^e.  The  Blason  des  Armes  el  des  Dames 
takes  up  a  mediaeval  theme  in  a  mediaeval  style.  The  procureurt 
(advocates)  of  arms  and  of  ladies  endeavour  to  show  each  that  his 
>  Ed.  Heiicault   1  vols.    I'aiii.  t3$7. 
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client^  war  or  love — deserves  the  chief  attention  of  a  prince.  Here, 
as  elsewhere  with  Coquillart,  though  of  course  more  covertly,  satire 
dominates.  But  the  best  of  the  pieces  attributed  to  Coquillart  are 
his  monologues.  There  are  three  of  these,  the  Monologue  Coquillart, 
the  Monologue  du  Puys,  and  the  Monologue  du  GendarTite  Cttss^. 
This  last  is  a  ferocious  satire  on  its  subject,  coarse  in  language,  like 
most  of  the  author's  poems,  but  full  of  rude  vigour.  The  profes- 
sional soldier  as  distinguished  from  the  feudal  militia  or  the  train- 
bands of  the  towns  was  odious  to  the  later  middle  ages. 

Henri  Baude*  is  a  still  less  substantial  figure.  He  seems  to 
have  been  an  /it  (member  of  a  provincial  board)  for 
the  province  of  Limousin,  but  to  have  lived  mostly  at 
Paris.  He  was  born  at  Motilins  towards  the  beginning  of  the 
second  quarter  of  the  century,  and  formed  part  of  the  poetical 
circle  of  Charles  d'Orl^ans  in  his  old  age.  He  had  troubles  with 
lawless  seigneurs  and  with  the  police  of  Paris ;  he  finally  succeeded 
in  obtaining  the  protection  of  the  Duke  of  Bourbon,  and  he  did 
not  die  till  the  end  of  the  century.  Only  a  selection  from  his 
poems  has  yet  been  published.  The  chief  thing  remarkable  about 
them  (they  are  mostly  occasional  and  of  no  great  length)  is  the 
plainness,  the  directness,  and,  in  not  a  few  cases,  the  elegance  of 
the  diction,  which  differs  remarkably  from  the  cumbrous  phrases 
and  obscure  allusive  conceits  of  the  time.  Many  of  them  are 
personal  appeals  for  protection  and  assistance,  others  are  satirical. 
Baude  had  a  peculiar  mastery  of  the  rondeau  form.  His  rondeau 
to  the  king,  expressing  a  sentiment  often  uttered  by  lackpenny 
bards  in  the  days  of  patrons,  is  a  good  example  of  his  style, 
though  it  is  hardly  as  simple  and  devoid  of  obscurity  as  usual. 

Martial  d'Auvergne  ",  or  Martial  de  Paris  (for  by  an  odd  chance 
both  of  these  local  surnames  are  given  him,  probably       Martial 
from   the   fact  that,   like   Baude,  he   was  a  native  d'AuverBne. 

'  Edited  in  part  by  J.  Quicherat     Paris,  1856. 

'  Martial  d'Auvergne  had  the  eiceptiooal  good  luck.to  be  reprinted  ia  the 
iSthcentnry  (^(^/«  fj2^,  Arrils  1731).  The  niaeleenlh  neglected  him  for 
a  long  time  nntil  the  Sodeti  des  Anciens  Teites  included  the  AmanI  rendu 
Ctrdelitr  ia  its  scliemes.  The  notice  by  M.  de  Montaiglon  (the  promised 
editor  of  the  edition  just  menlioned)  in  Crepet'a  Poitts  Franfais,  L  437,  has 
been  chiefly  used  here  for  facts. 
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of  the  centre  of  France  and  spent  his  life  in  the  capital), 
hke  Coquillart  and  Baude,  was  something  of  a  lawyer  by  pro- 
fession, and  has  left  work  in  prose  as  well  as  in  verse.  He 
certainly  died  in  1508,  and,  as  be  is  spoken  of  as  smio  confectus, 
be  cannot  have  been  born  much  later  than  1420,  especially  as 
his  poem,  the  Vigilles  de  Charles  VII.,  was  written  on  the  death 
of  that  prince  in  1461.  This  poem  is  of  considerable  extent,  and 
is  divided  into  nine  'Psalms'  and  nine  'Lessons.'  The  staple 
metre  is  the  quatrain,  but  detached  pieces  in  other  measures 
occur.  A  complete  history  of  the  subject  is  given,  and  in  some 
of  the  digressions  there- are  charming  passages,  notably  one  (given 
by  M.  de  Montaiglon)  on  the  country  iife.  Another  very  beautiful 
poem,  commonly  attributed  to  Martial,  is  entitled  L'Afnant  rendu 
Cordelier  au  service  de  f  Amour,  a  piece  of  amorous  allegory  at  once 
characteristic  of  the  later  middle  ages,  and  &ee  from  the  faults 
usually  found  in  such  work.  A  prose  work  of  a  somewhat  similar 
kind,  entitled  Arrfts  ^ Amour,  is  known  to  be  Martial's.  In  no 
writer  is  there  to  be  found  more  of  the  better  part  of  Marot,  as 
in  the  light  skipping  verses : — 

Mienx  vault  U  liesse.  Car  ila  ont  douUurs 

L'acCQcil  et  I'addrcGse,  Et  dcs  manlx  gieigneurs, 

L'lmoar  et  simplesse,  Mais  pour  dcs  labeurs 

De  bergers  pasteuK.,  Nous  avons  sans  cesse 

Qu'avoir  k  largesse  Les  beaulx  pr^  et  Aeura, 

Or,  argent,  richesse.  Fruitages,  odeuis 

Ne  la  genlillesse  Et  joye  i  nos  coeura 

De  ces  grants  seigneurs.  Sans  mal  qui  nous  blesse. 

There  is  something  of  the  old  pas/ourelles  in  this,  and  of  a  note 
oi  simplicity  which  French  poetry  had  long  lost. 

Such  verse  as   this  of  Martial   d'Auvergne  was,  indeed,  the 

exception  at  the  time.     The  staple  poetry  of  the  age  was  that  of 

^.jj^  the  grands   rh/lorigueurs,    as    it   has   become   usual 

Bhilori-      to  call  them,  apparently  from  a  phrase  of  Coquillart's. 

quauiB.  Georges  Chastellain'  was  the  great  master  of  this 
school.    But  to  him  personally  some  injustice  has  been  done. 

'  Ed.  Kervyn  de  Leltenhove,  as  previously  dted.  For  the  remainder  of  tbe 
poets  reviewed  in  this  paragraph,  tew  of  whom  have  found  modem  editor^ 
see  Crepet,  Peila  Fiatt;aii,  vol.  i. 
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His  pupils  and  successors,  however,  for  the  most  part  deserve  the 
ill  repute  in  which  they  are  held.  This  school  of  poetry  had 
three  principal  characteristics.  It  affected  the  most  artificial  forms 
of  the  artificial  poetry  which  the  fourteenth  century  had  seen 
estaUtshed,  the  most  complicated  modulations  of  rhyme,  such  as 
the  repetition,  twice  or  even  thrice  at  the  end  of  a  line,  of  the  same 
sound  in  a  different  sense,  and  all  the  other  puerilities  of  this 
particular  Ars  Poetica.  Secondly,  it  pursued  to  the  very  utmost 
the  tradition  of  allegorising,  of  which  the  Roman  de  la  Rose  had 
established  the  popularity.  Thirdly,  it  followed  the  example  set 
by  Chartier  and  his  contemporaries  of  loading  the  language  as 
much  as  possible  with  Latinisms,  and  in  a  less  degree,  because 
Greek  was  then  but'  indirectly  known,  Graecisms.  These  three 
things  taken  together  produced  some  of  the  most  intolerable 
poetry  ever  written.  The  school  had,  indeed,  much  vitality  in  it, 
and  overlapped  the  beginnings  of  the  Renaissance  in  such  a 
manner  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  take  note  of  it  again  in  the 
next  chapter.  Some,  however,  of  its  greatest  lights  belonged  to 
the  present  period.  Such  were  Robertet,  a  heavy  versifier  and 
the  author  of  letters  not  easily  to  be  excelled  in  pedantic  cox- 
combry, who  enjoyed  much  patronage,  royal  and  other ;  Molinet,  a 
direct  disciple  of  Chastellain,  and,  like  him,  of  the  Burgundian  party ; 
and  Meschinot  (died  1509),  a  Breton,  who  has  left  us  an  alle- 
gorical work  on  the  '  Spectacles  of  Princes,'  and  poems  which  can 
be  read  in  thirty  different  ways,  any  word  being  as  good  to  begin 
with  as  any  other.  Such  also  was  the  father  of  a  better  poet  than 
himself,  Octaviende  Saint  Gelais  (1466-1502),  who  died  young  and 
worn  out  by  debauchery,  jean  Marot,  fiie  father  of  Q^ment,  was 
a  not  inconsiderable  master  of  the  ballade,  and  has  left  poems 
which  do  not  show  10  great  disadvantage  by  the  side  of  those  of 
Us  accomplished  son.  But  the  leader  of  the  whole  was  Guillaume 
Cr^iin  (birth  and  death  dates  uncertain),  whom  his  contemporaries 
extolled  in  the  most  extravagant  fashion,  and  whom  a  single 
satirical  stroke  of  Rabelais  has  made  a  laughing-stock  for  some 
iliree  hundred  and  fifty  years.  The  rondeau  ascribed  to  Ramina- 
grobis,  the  '  vieux  poSte  fran^ais '  of  Panlagruel^,  is  Cretin's,  and 
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the  name  and  character  have  stuck.  Cretin  was  not  worse  than 
his  fellows ;  but  when  even  such  a  man  as  Marot  could  call  him  a 
p<iiU  sottoerain,  Rabelais  no  doubt  felt  it  time  to  protest  in  his 
own  way.  Marot  himself,  it  is  to  be  observed,  confines  himself 
chieSy  to  citing  Cretin's  vtrt  iquivoqu^s,  which  of  their  kind,  and 
if  we  could  do  otherwise  than  pronounce  that  kind  hopelessly  bad, 
are  without  doubt  ingenious.  His  poems  are  chiefly  occasional 
verse,  letters,  d^baU,  etc.,  besides  ballades  and  rondeaux  of  all 

One  charming  book  which  has  been  preserved  to  us  gives  a 
pleasant  contrast  to  the  formal  poetry  of  the  time.  The  Chamom 
Obunonsdn  ''*'  XV^™  SiicU,  which  M.  Gaston  Paris  has  pub- 
iT»—  aiSolo.  lished  for  the  Old  French  Text  Society ',  exhibit 
informal  and  popular  poetry  in  its  most  agreeable  aspect.  They 
are  one  hundred  and  forty-three  in  number,  some  of  them  no 
doubt  much  older  than  the  fifteenth  century,  but  certainly  none  of 
them  younger.  There  are  pastoureUes,  war-songs,  love-songs  in 
great  number,  a  few  patriotic  ditties,  and  a  few  which  may  be 
called  pure  folk-songs,  with  the  story  half  lost  and  only  a  musical 
tangle  of  words  remaining.  Nothing  can  be  more  natural  and 
simple  than  most  of  these  pieces. 

Few  of  the  miscellaneous  branches  of  literature  at  this  time 
deserve  notice.  But  there  was  a  group  of  preachers 
who  have  received  attention,  which  is  said  by  stu- 
dents of  the  whole  subject  of  the  mediaeval  pulpit  in  France 
to  be  disproportionate,  but  which  they  owe  perhaps  not  least  to 
the  citations  of  them  in  a  celebrated  and  amusing  book  of  the 
next  age,  the  Apohgie  pour  He'rodoU  of  Henri  Fstieime.  These  are 
Menot  (1440-1518)  and  Maillard  the  Franciscans,  and  Raulin 
(1443-1514),  a  doctor  of  the  Sorboime.  These  preachers, 
living  at  a  time  which  was  not  one  of  popular  sovereignty, 
did  not  meddle  with  politics  as  preachers  had  done  in  France 
before  and  were  to  do  again.  But  they  carried  into  the 
pulpit  the  habit  of  satirical  denunciation  in  social  as  weD  as  in 
purely  religious  matters,  and  gave  free  vent  to  their  zeal.      No 

'  Paris,  iS^. 
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illustrations  of  the  singular  licence  which  the  middle  ages  per-  • 
tnitted  on  such  occasions  are  more  curious  than  these  sermons. 
Not  merely  did  the  preachers  attack  their  audience  for  their  faults  in 
the  most  outspoken  manner,  but  they  interspersed  their  discourses 
(as  indeed  was  the  invariable  custom  throughout  the  whole  middle 
ages)  with  stories  of  all  kinis.  In  Raulin,  the  gravest  of  the  three, 
occurs  the  famous  history  of  the  church  bells,  which  reappears  in 
Rabelais,  hpropot  of  the  marriage  of  Panurge. 
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CHAPTER   II. 


MAROT  AND   HIS   CONTEMPORARIES. 

The  beginnings  of  the  Renaissance  in  France  manifest,  as  we 
should  expect,  a  mixture  of  the  characteristics  of  the  later  middle 
ages  and  of  the  new  learning.  In  those  times  the  influence  of 
reforms  of  any  kind  filtered  slowly  through  the  dense  crust  of 
custom  which  covered  the  national  life  of  each  people,  and  there 
is  nothing  surprising  in  the  fact  that  while  Italy  felt  the  full  in- 
fluence of  the  influx  of  classical  culture  in  the  fifteenth  century, 
that  influence  should  be  only  partially  manifest  in  France  during 
the  first  quarter  of  the  sixteenth,  while  it  was  not  until  the  century 
was  more  than  half  over  that  it  showed  i;^elf  in  England.  The 
complete  manifestation  of  the  combined  tendencies  of  mediaeval 
and  humanist  thought  was  only  displayed  in  Shakespeare,  but  by 
that  time,  as  is  the  wont  of  all  such  things,  it  had  already  mani- 
fested itself  partially,  though  in  each  part  more  fully  and  characteris- 
tically, elsewhere.  It  is  in  the  literature  of  France  that  we  find  the 
most  complete  exposition  of  these  partial  developments.     Marot, 

Hybrid  Ronsard,  Rabelais,  Calvin,  Gamier,  Montaigne,  will 
Sohool  of  not  altogether  make  up  a  Shakespeare,  yet  of  the 
oetrj.  various  ingredients  which  go  to  make  up  the  greatest  of 
literary  productions  each  of  them  had  shown,  before  Shakespeare 
began  to  write,  some  complete  and  remarkable  embodiment.  It  is 
this  feet  which  gives  the  French  literature  of  the  sixteenth  century  its 
especial  interest.  Italy  had  almost  ceased  to  be  animated  by  the 
genius  of  the  middle  ages  before  her  literature  became  in  any  way 
perfect  in  form,  and  the  survival  of  the  classical  spirit  was 
so  strong  there  that  mediaeval  influence  was  never  very  potent 
in  the  moulding  of  the  national  letters.     England  had  lost  the 


Marot  and  his  Contemporaries.  141 

mediaeval  differentia,  owing  to  religious  and  political  causes,  before 
the  Renaissance  made  its  way  to  her  shores.  But  in  France  th« 
two  currents  met,  though  the  earlier  had  lost  most  of  its  force,  and, 
according:  to  the  time-honoured  parallel,  flowed  on  long  together 
before  they  coalesced.  In  the  following  chapters  we  shall  trace  the 
history  of  this  process,  and  here  we  shall  trace  the  first  stage  of 
it  in  reference  to. French  poetry.  In  the  period  of  which  Marot  is 
the  representative  name,  the  earlier  force  was  still  dominant  in 
externals;  in  that  of  which  Ronsard  is  the  exponent,  the  Greek 
and  Latin  element  shows  itself  as,  for  the  moment,  all-powerful 

Between  the  rh/l^riqueurs  proper,  the  Chastellains  and  the 
Cretins  and  the  Molinets  on  the  one  hand,  and  Marot  and  his 
contemporaries  and  disciples  on  the  other,  a  school  of  poets,  con- 
siderable at  least  in  numbers,  intervened.  The  chief  of  these  wa^ 
Jean  le  Maire  des  Beiges '.  He  was  the  nephew  of  joim  lo 
Molinet,  and  his  birth  at  Beiges  or  Bavia  in  Hainault,  Mslro, 
as  well  as  his  literary  ancestry  and  predilections,  inclined  him  to 
the  Burgundian,  or,  as  it  was  now,  the  Austrian  side.  But  the 
strong  national  feeling  which  was  now  beginning  to  distinguish 
French-speaking  men  threw  him  on  the  side  of  the  King  of  Parts, 
and  he  was  chiefly  occupied  in  his  serious  literary  work  on  tasks 
which  were  wholly  French.  His  Illustralions  des  Gaules  is  his 
principal  prose  work,  and  in  this  he  displays  a  remarkable  faculty 
of  writing  prose  at  once  picturesque  and  correct.  The  tides  of 
his  other  works  {TempU  d'Hoitneur  el  dt  Veriu,  etc.)  still  recall 
the  fifteenth  century,  and  the  Latinising  tradition  of  Chartier 
appears  strong  in  him.  But  at  the  same  time  he  Latinises  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  genius  of  the  language,  and  his  work,  pedantic 
and  conceited  as  it  frequently  is,  stands  in  singular  contrast  to  the 
work  of  some  of  bis  models.  Something  not  dissimilar,  though  in 
this  case  the  rJUIoriqmur  influence  is  less  apparent,  may  be  said  of 
Pierre  Gringore,  whose  true  title  to  a  place  in  a  history  of  French 

'  De  Beiges,  thoagh  the  less  asnal,  is  the  more  accinate  form.  Ed.  Stecher. 
3  vols,  LoaTsin,  1881-5,  He,  with  others  of  this  time,  disputes  tha  honour 
of  iimsliUE  on  the  importance  of  alternating  masculine  and  lemioinc  rhymes. 
He  was  bom  in  1475,  held  posts  in  the  household  of  the  Governors  of  the 
Netherlands,  was  hiitoriogtapher  to  Loais  XII.,  and  died  either  b  1534  or  in 
1548. 
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literature  is,  however,  derived  from  his  dramatic  work,  and  who 
will  accordingly  be  mentioned  later.  Nor  had  the  tradition  of  Villon, 
overlaid  though  it  was  by  the  abundance  and  popularity  of  formal 
and  allegorising  poetry,  died  out  in  France.  At  least  two  remark- 
Jeh4ui  dn  able  figures,  Jehan  du  Pontalais  and  Roger  de  Coll^rye, 
FontalaiB,  represent  it  in  the  first  quarter  of  the  century.  The 
former  indeed  *  owes  his  place  here  rather  to  a  theory  than  Co 
certain  infonnation ;  for  if  M.  d'H^ricault's  notion  that  Jehan  du 
Pontalais  is  the  author  of  a  work  entitled  Coniredih  du  Songecreux 
be  without  foundation,  Jehan  falls  back  into  the  number  of  half 
mythical  Bohemians,  bilkers  of  tavern  bilt^  and  successful  out- 
witters  of  the  officers  of  justice,  who  possess  a  shadowy  personality 
in  the  literary  history  of  France.  Les  Conireditz  du  Songe- 
creux  ranks  among  the  most  remarkable  examples  of  the  liberty 
which  was  accorded  to  the  press  under  the  reign  of  Louis  XII.,  a 
king  who  inherited  some  affection  for  literature  from  his  father, 
Charles  d'Orl^ans,  and  a  keen  perception  of  the  importance  of 
literary  co-operation  in  political  work  from  his  ancestor,  Philippe 
le  Sel,  and  his  cousin  Louis  XI.  In  precision  and  strikingness  of 
expression  Jehan  recalls  Villon ;  in  the  boldness  of  his  satire  on 
the  great  and  the  bitterness  of  his  attacks  on  the  character  of 
women  he  recalls  Antoine  de  la  Salle  and  Coquillart.  A  trait  illus- 
trating the  former  power  may  be  found  in  the  line  descriptive  of 
the  hen-pecked  man's  condition — 

Tons  ses  cioq  sens  lui  fault  letmiTe, 
while  his  attacks  on  the  nobility  are  almost  up  to  the  level  of 
Bums — 

NobUsse  eniichie  Riche5S«  ennoblie  Tieiment  lenrs  eslali, 
Qai  n'a  noble  vie  Jc  vons  certifie  Noble  n'esC  pas. 

Roger  de  ColMrye'  was  a  Burgundian,  living  at  the  famous  and 

Boger  de     vinous  town  of  Auxerre,  and  he  has  celebrated  his 

OolMryo.     loves,  his  distress,  his  amiable  tendency  to  conviviality, 

in  many  rondeaus  and  other  poems,  sometimes  attaining  a,  very 

'  See  Plates  Fran^ii,  1.  531.  It  is  perhaps  well  to  say  that  M.  C. 
d'HMcault,  though  a  very  ap«eable  as  well  as  a  veiy  learned  writer,  is  par. 
ticalarly  open  to  the  chai^  that  his  geese  are  swans. 

'  Ed.  C.  d'Herkanlt.    Paris,  1855. 
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bigb  level  of  excellence.  '  Je  suia  Bon-temps,  vous  le  voyez '  is  the 
second  line  of  one  of  his  irregular  ballades,  and  the  nickname  ex- 
presses his  general  attitude  well  enough.  Mediaeval  legacies  of  alle- 
gory, however,  supply  him  with  more  unpleasant  personages,  Faute 
d'Argent  and  Plate-Bourse,  for  his  song,  and  his  mistress,  Gilleberte 
de  Beaurepaire,  appears  to  have  been  anything  but  continuously 
kind.  Coll^rye  has  less  perhaps  of  the  rMtoriqueur  flavour  than 
any  poet  of  this  time  before  Marot,  and  bis  verse  is  very  frequently 
remarkable  for  directness  and  grace  of  diction.  But  like  most 
verse  of  the  kind  it  frequently  drops  into  a  conventionality  less 
wearisome  but  not  much  less  definite  than  that  of  the  mere  alle- 
goiisere.  Jehan  Bouchet',  a  lawyer  of  Poitiers  (not  to  jilnor  Pre- 
be  confounded  with  Guillaume  Bouchet,  author  of  the  aeoBsaorB  of 
Biries),  imitated  the  rhUoriqumrs  for  the  most  part  in  ^°  ' 

form,  and  surpassed  them  in  length,  excelling  indeed  in  this  respect 
even  the  long-winded  and  long-lived  poets  of  the  close  of  the  four- 
teenth century.  Bouchet  is  s^d  to  have  composed  a  hundred 
thousand  verses,  and  even  M.  d'H^ricault  avers  that  he  read  two- 
thirds  of  the  number  without  discovering  more  than  six  quotable 
lines.  Such  works  of  Bouchet  as  we  have  examined  fully  confirm 
(he  statement  Still,  he  was  an  authority  in  his  way,  and  had  some- 
thing of  a  reputation.  His  fanciful  nom  de  pluitu  '  Le  Traverseur 
des  Voies  P^rilleuses '  is  the  most  picturesque  thing  he  produced, 
and  is  not  uncharacteristic  of  the  later  middle  age  tradition.  Rabe- 
las  himself,  who  was  a  fair  critic  of  poetry  when  his  friends  were  not 
concerned,  but  who  was  no  poet,  and  was  even  strikingly  deficient 
in  some  of  the  characteristics  of  the  poet,  admired  and  emulated 
Bouchet  in  heavy  verse ;  and  a  numerously  attended  school,  hardly 
any  of  Jhe  pupils  being  worth  individual  mention,  gathered  round 
the  lawyer.  Charles  de  Bordign^  is  only  remarkable  for  having,  in  his 
Ldgende  de  Pierre  Faifeu,  united  the  rhdloriqueur  sVj\i  with  a  kind  of 
Villonesque  or  rather  pseudo-Villonesque  subject.  The  title  of  the 
chief  poems  of  Symphorien  Champier,  Le  Nefdes  Dames  Amoureuses, 
sufficiently  indicates  his  style.  But  Champier,  though  by  no  means 
a  good  poet,  was  a  useful  and  studious  man  of  letters,  and  did  much 


144  7"A^  Renaissance.  [Bk.  il. 

to  form  the  literary  c/nacle  which  gathered  sx  Lyons  in  the  second 
quarter  of  the  century,  and  which,  both  in  original  composition, 
in  translations  of  the  classics,  and  in  scholarly  publication  of  work 
both  ancient  and  modem,  rendered  invaluable  service  to  literature. 
Gratien  du  Pont '  continued  the  now  very  stale  mediaeval  calumnies 
on  women  in  his  Conlroverses  dts  Sexes  Maiculin  it  F^mtm'n. 
£loy  d'Amerval,  a  Picard  priest,  also  fell  into  mediaeval  hnes  in 
his  Livre  dt  la  Deabkrie,  in  which  the  personages  of  Lucifer  and 
Satan  are  made  the  mouthpieces  of  much  social  satire.  Jean 
Parmentier,  a  sailor  and  a  poet,  combined  his  two  professions  in 
Les  Merveilles  de  Dim,  a  poem  including  some  powerful  verse.  A 
vigorous  ballade, with  iae  TeXTa.mCar  France estCjmeliireaux Angh-is, 
has  preserved  the  name  of  Pierre  Vachot.  But  the  remaining  poets 
of  this  time  could  only  find  a  place  in  a  very  extended  literary 
history.  Most  of  them,  in  the  words  of  one  of  their  number,  took 
continual  lessons  h  ceuvres  Cr//ini$ues  et  Bouchetiques,  and  some 
of  them  succeeded  at  last  in  imitating  the  dulness  of  Bouchet 
and  the  preposterous  mannerisms  of  Cretin.  Perhaps  no  equal 
period  in  all  early  French  history  produced  more  and  at  the  same 
time  worse  verse  than  the  reign  of  Louis  XII.  Fortunately,  however, 
a  true  poet,  if  one  of  some  limitations,  took  up  the  tradition,  and 
showed  what  it  could  do.  Marot  has  sometimes  been  regarded  as 
the  father  of  modem  French  poetry,  which,  unless  modern  French 
poetry  is  limited  to  La  Fontaine  and  the  poets  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  is  absolutely  false.  He  is  sometimes  regarded  as  the  last 
of  mediaeval  poets,  which,  though  truer,  is  false  likewise.  What 
he  really  was  can  be  shown  without  much  difficulty. 

Clement  Marot*  was  a  man  of  more  mised  race  than  was  usual 

OUmant      ^t  this  period,  when  the  provincial  distinctions  were 

Maiot.       still  as  a  rule  maintained  with  some  sharpness.     His 

father,  Jean  Marot,  a  poet  of  merit,  was  a  Norman,  but  he  emigrated 

'  He  was  in  bis  old  t,%t  conspicuoui  among  the  enemies  of  fitiemie  DoleL 
See  ^(MwiM  iJoW,  by  R.  C.  Christie.    London,  1880. 

■  Ed.  Janoet  et  C.  d'H^ricaalt  4  vols.  Paiis,  md  ed.  1873.  M.  d'HMcanlt 
has  prefixed  a  mnch  larger  study  of  Marot  than  is  to  be  fouiid  here  to  hla 
edition  of  the '  beantiei '  of  the  poet,  pnbUtfaed  by  Messrs.  Garnjer.  The  late 
M.  GniSrey  published  two  volumes  of  a  costly  and  splendid  edition,  which  hit 
death  intennpted. 
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10  Qucrcy,  and  Marot's, mother  was  a  native  of  Cahors,  a  town 
which,  from  its  Fapal  connections,  as  well  as  its  dtuatton  on  the 
borders  of  Gascony,  was  specially  southern.  CMment  was  born 
probably  at  the  beginning  of  1497,  and  hiS  father  educated  him 
with  some  pains  in  things  poetical.  This,  as  limes  went,  neces- 
sitated an  admiration  of  Cretin  and  such  like  persons,  and  the 
practice  of  rondeaus,  and  of  other  poetry  strict  in  form  and  alle- 
gorical in  matter.  As  it  happened,  the  discipline  was  a  very  sound 
one  for  Marot,  whose  natural  bent  was  far  too  vigorous  and  too 
lithe  to  be  stiffened  or  stunted  by  it,  while  it  unquestionably 
supplied  wholesome  limitadons  which  preserved  him  from  me're 
slovenly  facility.  It  is  evident,  too,  that  he  bad  a  sincere  and 
genuine  love  of  things  mediaeval,  as  his  devotion  to  the  Roman  de 
la  Rose  and  to  Villon's  poems,  both  of  which  he  edited,  sufficiently 
shows.  He  '  came  into  France,'  an  expression  of  his  own,  which 
shows  the  fragmentary  condition  of  the  kingdom  even  at  this  late 
period,  when  he  was  about  ten  yea:a  old.  His  father  held  an' 
appointment  as  'Escripvaln'  to  Anne  of  Brittany,  and  accom- 
panied her  husband  to  Genoa  in  1507^  The  University  of  Paris, 
and  a  short  sojourn  among  the  students  of  law,  completed  Cle- 
ment's education,  and  he  then  became  a  page  to  a  nobleman,  thus 
obtaining  a  position  at  court  or,  at  least,  the  chance  of  one.  It  is 
not  known  when  his  earliest  attempt  at  following  the  Cr^dnic 
lessons  was  composed ;  but  in  r5i4,  being  then  but  a  stripling,  be 
presented  his  Jugiment  de  Minos  to  Francois  de  Valois,  soon  to 
be  king.  A  translation  of  the  first  Eclogue  of  Virgil  had  even 
preceded  this.  Both  poems  are  well  \vTitten  and  versified,  but 
decidedly  in  the  rh^loriqueur  style.  In  15 19,  having  already  re- 
ceived or  assumed  the  tide  of  '  Facteur '  (poet)  to  Queen  Claude, 
be  became  one  of  the  special  adherents  of  Marguerite  d'AngoulSrae, 
the  famous  sister  of  Francis,  from  whom,  a  few  years  later,  we  find 
him  in  receipt  of  a  pension.  He  also  occupied  some  post  in 
the  household  of  her  husband,  the  King  of  Navarre.  In  1524  he 
went  to  Italy  with  Francis,  was  wounded  and  taken  prisoner  at 
Pavia,  but  returned  to  France  the  next  year.  Marguerite's  inf- 
mediate  followers  were  distinguished,  some  by  their  adherence  to 
die  principles  of  the  Reformation,  others  by  (lee  (bought  of  a  still 
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more  unorthodox  description,*  and  Marot  soon  after  his  return  was 
accused  of  heresy  and  lodged  in  the  ChStelet.  He  was,  however, 
soon  transferred  to  a  place  of  mitigated  restraint,  and  finally  set  at 
liberty.  About  this  time  his  father  died.  In  1528  he  obtained  a 
post  and  a  pension  in  the  King's  own  household.  He  was  again 
in  difiiculties,  but  again  got  out  of  tbem,  and  in  1530  be  married. 
But  the  nest  year  be  was  once  more  in  danger  on  the  old  charge 
of  heresy,  and  was  again  rescued  from  the  chats  fourr/s  by 
Marguerite.  He  had  atreatfy  edited  the  Roman  de  la  Rose,  but  no 
regular  edition  of  his  own  work  had  appeared.  In  1533  came  out 
not  merely  his  edition  of  Villon,  but  a  collection  of  his  own 
youthful  work  under  the  pretty  title  AdoUscenct  CUmmlim.  In 
1535  *e  Parliament  of  Paris  for  a  fourth  time  molested  Marot. 
Marguerite's  influence  was  now  insufficient  to  protect  him,  and  the 
poet  fled  first  to  B&im  and  then  to  Ferrara.  Here,  under  the 
protection  of  Ren^e  de  France,  he  lived  and  wrote  for  some  time, 
but  the  persecution  again  grew  hot.  He  retired  to  Venice,  but  in 
1539  obtained  permission  to  return  to  Fiance.  Francis  gave  him 
a  house  in  the  Faubourg  Saint  Germain,  and  here  apparently  he 
wrote  his  famous  Psalms,  which  had  an  immense  popularity  ;  these 
the  Sorbonne  condemned,  and  Marot  once  more  fled,  this  time  to 
Geneva.  He  found  this  place  an  uncomfortable  sojourn,  and 
crossed  the  Alps  into  Piedmont,  where,  not  long  afterwards,  he  died 
in  1544. 

Marot's  work  is  sufficiently  diverse  in  form,  but  the  classification 
of  it  adopted  in  the  convenient  edition  of  Jannet  is  perhaps  the 
best,  though  it  neglects  chronology.  There  are  some  dozen  pieces 
of  more  or  less  considerable  length,  among  which  may  specially  be 
mentioned  Le  Temple  de  Cupido,  an  early  work  of  rhdtoriqueur 
character  for  the  most  part,  in  dizains  of  ten  and  eight  syllables 
alternately,  a  Dialogue  of  two  Lovers,  an  Eclogue  to  the  King ; 
UEnfer,  a  vigorous  and  picturesque  description  of  his  imprison- 
ment in  the  ChStelet,  and  some  poems  bearing  a  strong  Huguenot 
impression.  Then  come  sixty-five  epistles  written  in  couplets 
for  the  most  part  decasyUabic.  These  include  the  celebrated 
Coq-h-i Am,  a  sort  of  nonsense-verse,  with  a  satirical  tendency, 
which  derives  from  the  mediaeval  /alrasie,  and  was  very  popular 
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and  much  imitated.  Another  mediaeval  restoration  of  Marot's, 
also  very  popular  and  also  much  imitated,  was  the  blason,  a  descrip- 
tion, in  octosyllables.  Twenty-six  elegies  likewise  adopt  the  couplet, 
and  show,  as  do  the  epistles,  remarkable  power  over  that  form. 
Fifteen  ballades,  twenty-two  songs  in  various  metres,  eighty-two 
rondeaux,  and  forty-two  songs  for  music,  contain  much  of  Marot's 
most  beautiful  work,  His  easy  graceful  style  escaped  the  chief 
danger  of  these  artificial  forms,  the  danger  of  stiffness  and 
monotony ;  while  he  was  able  to  get  out  of  them  as  much  pathos 
and  melody  as  any  other  French  poet,  except  Charles  d'OrMans 
and  Villon.  Numerous  e'lrmnes  recall  the  Xenia  of  Mardal,  and 
fiineral  poems  of  various  lengths  and  styles  follow.  Then  we  have 
nearly  three  hundred  epigrams,  many  of  them  excellent  in  point 
and  elegance,  a  certain  number  of  translations,  the  Psalms,  fifty  in 
number,  certain  prayers,  and  two  versified  renderings  of  Erasmus' 
Colloquies. 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  enumeration  that  the  majority  of 
Marot's  work  is  what  is  now  called  occasional.  No  single  work 
of  his  of  a  greater  length  than  a  few  hundred  hues  exists  ;  and,  after 
his  first  attempts  in  the  allegorical  kind,  almost  all  his  works  were 
either  addressed  to  particular  persons,  or  based  u|ion  some  event 
in  his  life.  Marot  was  immensely  popular  in  his  lifetime ;  and 
though  af^er  his  death  a  formidable  rival  arose  in  Ronsard,  the 
elder  poet's  fame  was  sustained  by  eager  disciples.  With  the 
discredit  of  the  FMiade,  in  consequence  of  Malherbe's  criticisms, 
Marot's  popularity  returned  in  full'  measure,  and  for  two  centuries 
he  was  the  one  French  poet  tiefore  the  classical  period  who  was 
actually  read  and  admired  .with  genuine  admiration  by  others  be- 
sides professed  students  of  antiquity.  Since  the  great  revival  of 
the  taste  for  older  literature,  which  preceded  and  accompanied 
the  Romantic  movement,  Marot  has  scarcely  held  this  pride  of 
place.  The  PMiade  on  the  one  hand,  the  purely  mediaeval  writers 
on  the  other,  have  pushed  him  from  his  stool.  But  sane  criti- 
cism, which  declines  to  depreciate  one  thing  because  it  appreciates 
another,  will  always  have  hearty  admiration  for  his  m-banity,  his 
genuine  wit,  his  graceful  turn  of  words,  and  his  flashes  of  pathos 
and  poetry. 
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It  is,  as  has  been  said,  one  of  the  commonplaces  of  the  subject 
to  speak  of  Marot  as  the  father  of  modern  French  poetry;  the 
phrase  is,  hke  all  such  phrases,  inaccurate,  but,  like  most  such 
phrases,  it  contains  a  certain  amount  of  truth.  To  (be  cha- 
racteristics of  the  lighter  French  poetry,  from  La  Fontaine  to 
B^ranger,  which  has  always  been  more  popular  both  at  home  and 
abroad  than  the  more  ambitious  and  serious  efforts  of  French 
poets,  Marot  does  in  some  sort  stand  in  a  parental  relation.  He 
retained  the  sprightliness  and  sly  fun  of  the  Fabliau- writers,  while 
he  softened  their  crudity  of  expression,  he  exchanged  clumsiness 
and  horse-play  for  the  play  of  wit,  and  he  emphasised  fully  in  the 
language  the  two  characteristics  which  have  never  failed  to  dis- 
tinguish it  since,  elegance  and  urbanity.  His  style  is  somewhat 
pedestrian,  though  on  occasion  tie  can  write  with  exquisite  ten- 
derness, and  with  the  most  delicate  fiuggestiveness  of  expression. 
But  as  a  rule  he  does  not  go  deep ;  ease  and  grace,  not  passion 
or  lofty  flights,  are  liis  strong  points.  Representing,  as  he  did,  the 
reaction  from  the  stiff  forms  and  clumsily  classical  language  of 
the  rhitoriqueurs,  it  was  not  likely  that  he  should  exhibit  the  ten- 
dency of  his  own  a^e  to  classical  culture  and  imitation  very  strongly. 
He  and  his  school  were  thus  regarded  by  their  immediate  successors 
of  the  Pl^iade  as  rustic  and  uncouth  singers,  for  the  most  part  very 
unjustly.  But  still  Marot's  work  was  of  less  general  and  far-reaching 
importance  than  that  of  Ronsard.  He  brought  out  the  best  aspect 
of  th«  older  French  literature,  and  cleared  away  some  disfiguring 
encumbrances  from  it,  but  he  imported  nothing  new.  It  would 
hardly  be  unjust  to  say  that,  given  the  difference  of  a  century  in 
point  of  ordinary  progress,  Charles  d'Orl^ans  is  Marot's  equal  in 
elegance  and  grace,  and  his  superior  in  sentiment,  while  Marot 
is  not  comparable  to  Villon  in  passion  or  in  humour.  His 
limitation,  and  at  the  same  time  his  great  merit,  was  that  he  was  a 
typical  Frenchman.  A  famous  epigram,  applied  to  another  person 
two  centuries  later,  might  be  applied  with  very  little  difficulty  or 
alteration  to  Marot.  He  had  more  than  anybody  else  of  his  time 
the  literary  characteristics  which  the  ordinary  literary  Frenchman 
has.  We  constantly  meet  in  the  history  of  literature  this  contrast 
between  the  men  who  are  simply  shining  examples  of  the  ordinary 
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lyp«,  and  men  who  cross  and  blend  that  type  with  new  characters 
and  excellences.  Unquestionably  the  latter  are  the  greater,  but 
the  former  cannot  on  any  equitable  scheme  miss  their  reward.  It 
must  be  added  that  the  positive  merit  of  much  of  Marot's  work  is 
great,  though,  as  a  rule,  his  longer  pieces  are  very  inferior  to  his 
shorter.  Many  of  the  epigrams  are  admirable  ;  the  Psalms,  which 
have  been  unjustly  depredated  of  late  years  by  French  critics,  have 
a  sober  and  solemn  music,  which  is  almost  peculiar  to  the  French 
devotional  poetry  of  that  age  ;  the  satirical  ballade  of  Frire  Luhin  is 
among  the  very  best  things  of  its  kind ;  while  as  much  may  be  said 
of  the  rondeaux  'Dedans  Paris'  in  the  lighter  style,  and  '  En  la 
Baisant '  in  the  graver.     Perhaps  the  famous  line — 

Un  doux  ncnny  avec  un  doux  sourire, 
supposed  to  have  been  addressed  to  the  Queen  of  Navarre,  expresses 
Marot's  poetical  powers  as  well  as  anything  else,  showing  as  it 
does  grace  of  language,  tender  and  elegant  sentiment,  and  supple- 
ness, ease,  and  fluency  of  style. 

Marot  formed  a  very  considerable  school,  some  of  whom  directly 
imitated  his  mannerisms,  and  composed  hlasons'^  and  The  Sohool 
Coq-h-V Ane  in  emulation  of  their  master  and  of  each  of  Maiot. 
other,  while  others  contented  themselves  with  displaying  the  same 
general  characteristics,  and  setting  the  same  poetical  ideals  before 
them.  Among  the  idlest,  but  busiest  literary  quarrels  of  the  cen- 
tury, a  century  fertile  in  such  things,  was  that  between  Marot  and 
a  certain  insignificant  person  named  Franjois  Sagon,  a  belated 
rMoriqueur,  who  found  some  other  rhymers  of  the  same  kind  to 
support  bim.  One  of  Marot's  best  things,  an  answer  of  which  his 
servant,  Fripelipes,  is  supposed  to  be  the  spokesman,  came  of 
the  quarrel ;  but  of  the  other  contributions,  not  merely  of  the  prin- 
cipals, but  of  their  followers,  the  MaroHques  and  Sagonliques, 
nothing  survives  in  general  memory,  or  deserves  t«  survive.  Of 
Marot's  disciples,  one,  Mellin  de  Saint  Gelais,  deserves  separate 
mention,  the  others  may  be  despatched  in  passing.  Victor  Brodeau, 

'  The  i/fljon(description)  wasachild  of  the  mediaeval  dt^,  Marot's  examples, 
Le  beau  Titin  and  Le  laid  Tittn,  were  copied  ad  in/mitum.  The  first  is  pane- 
gyric, the  second  abuse. 
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who,  like  his  master,  held  places  in  the  courts  both  of  Marguerite 
and  her  brother,  wrote  not  merely  a  devotional  work,  Les  Louattges 
dej/sus  Christ  notre  Setgruur,  which  fairly  illustrates  the  devotional 
side  of  the  Navarrese  literary  coterie,  but  also  epigrams  and  ron- 
deaux  of  no  small  merit.  £tienne  Dolet,  better  known  both  as  a 
scholar  and  translator,  and  as  the  publisher  of  Marot  and  (surrep- 
titiously) of  Rabelais,  composed  towards  the  end  of  his  life  poems 
in  French,  the  principal  of  which  was  taken  in  title  and  idea  from 
Marot's  En/er,  and  which,  though  very  unequal,  have  passages  of 
some  poetical  power.  Marguerite  herself  has  led  a  considerable 
collection  of  poems  of  the  most  diverse  kind  and  merit,  the  title  of 
which,  Margueriks  de  la  MargueriU  des  Frinceaes^,  is  perhaps  not 
the  worst  thing  about  them.  Farces,  mysteries,  religious  poems, 
such  as  Lt  Triompkt  de  I'Agneau,  and  Le  Miroir  dt  I'Amt 
P/ckeresse,  with  purely  secular  pieces  on  divers  subjects,  make  up 
these  curious  volumes.'  Not  a  few  of  the  poems  display  the  same 
nobility  of  tone  and  stately  sonorousness  of  verse,  which  has  been 
and  will  be  noticed  as  a  characteristic  of  the  serious  poetry  of  the 
age,  and  which  reached  its  climax  in  Du  Cartas,  D'Aubign^  and 
the  choruses  of  Gamier  and  Montchrestien.  Bonaventure-des 
P^riers,^an  admirable  prose  writer,  was  a  poet,  though  not  a  very 
Strong  one.  Franfois  Haberl,  '  Le  Banni  de  Liesse,'  must  not  be 
confounded  with  Philippe  Habert,  author  of  a  remarkable  Temple 
de  la  Mori  in  the  next  century.  Gilles  Corrozet,  author  of 
fables  in  verse,  who,  like  many  other  literary  men  of  the  time, 
was  a  printer  and  publisher  as  well,  Jacques  Gohorry,  a  pleasant 
song  writer,  Gilles  d'Aubigny,  Jacques  Pelletier,  Etienne  For- 
cadel,  deserve  at  least  to  be  named.  Of  mOre  importance  were 
Hugues  Salel,  Charles  Fontaine,  Antoine  H^roet,  Maurice  Scfeve. 
All  these  were  members  of  the  Lyonnese  hterary  coterie,  and  in 
connection  with  this  Louise  Lab^  also  comes  in.  Salel,  famous 
as  the  first  French  translaior  of  the  Iliad,  or  rather  of  Books  I-XII 
thereof,  distinguished  himself  as  a  writer  of  hlasons  in  imitatioii  of 
Marot,  as  well  as  by  composing  many  small  poems  of  the  occa- 
sional kind.  Charles  Fontaine  exhibited  the  fancy  of  the  time  for 
conceits  in  the  entiding  of  books  by  denominating  his  poems  Ruis- 
>  £d.  Fianlc     4  vols.    Paris,  1873-1874.     Additions  made  ^Faris,  1896). 
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uoux  de  la  Fonlaim,  and  was  one  of  the  chief  champions  on  Marot*!: 
ade  in  the  quarrel  with  Sagon,  while  he  afterwards  defended  the 
sfyh  Marotiqtu  against  Du  Bellay's  announcement  of  the  programme 
of  the  Pl^iade.  But  perhaps  he  would  hardly  dgserve  much  re- 
membrance, save  for  a  charming  little  poem  to  his  new-bora  son, 
which  M.  Asselineau  has  made  accessible  to  everybody  in  Crepel's 
Poites  Frantavs^.  He  also  figures  in  a  literary  tournament  very 
characteristic  of  the  age.  La  Borderie,  another  disciple  of  Marot, 
had  written  a  poem  entitled  L'Amye  de  Cour,  which  defended 
libertinism,  or  at  least  worldly -minfledness  in  love,  in  reply  to  the 
Par/aite  Amye  of  Antoine  H^roet,  which  exhibits  very  well  a  certain 
aspect  of  the  half-amorous,  half-mystical  sentiment  of  the  day. 
Fontaine  rejoined  in  a  Con/r'Amye  de  Cour.  Maurice  Scfeve  is  also  a 
typical  personage.  He  was,  it  may  be  said,  the  head  of  the  Lyonnese 
school,  and  was  esteemed  all  over  France.  He  was  excepted  by 
the  irreverent  champions  of  the  Pl^iade  from  the  general  ridicule 
which  they  poured  on  their  predecessors,  and  was  surrounded  by  a 
special  body  of  feminihe  devotees  and  followers,  including  his 
kinswomen  Claudine  and  Sibylle  Scfeve,  Jeanne  Gailiarde,  and 
above  all  Louise  Lab^.  Serve's  poetical  work  is  strongly  tinged 
with  classical  affectation  and  Platonic  mysticism ;  and  his  chief 
poem,  DiVObjetdelaplui  haute  Vertu,  consists  of  some  four  hundred 
and  fifty  dizains  written  in  what  in  England  and  later  has  been,  not 
very  happily,  called  a  metaphysical  style.  Last  of  all  comes  the 
just-mentioned  Louise  Lab^,  '  La  belle  Cordifere,'  one  of  the  chief 
ornaments  of  Lyons,  and  the  most  important  French  poetess  of  the 
sixteenth  century.  Louise  was  younger,  and  wrote  later  than  most 
of  the  authors  just  mentioned,  and  in  some  respects  she  belongs  to 
the  school  of  Ronsard,  like  her  supposed  lover,  Olivier  de  Magny. 
But  the  Lyons  school  was  essentially  Maroliqtie,  and  much  of  the 
style  of  the  elder  master  is  observable  in  the  writings  of  Louise'. 
She  has  left  a  prose  Dialogue  d' Amour  tf  de  Folic,  three  elegies, 
and  a  certain  number  of  sonnets.  Her  poems  are  perhaps  the 
most  genuinely  passionate  of  the  time  and  country,  and  many  .of 
the  sonnets  are  extremely  beautiful.  The  language  is  on  the  whole 
simple  and  elegant,  without  the  over-classicism  of  the  PMiade,  or 
'  i  651.  '  Ed.  Tfoss.     Pai-is,  1S71. 
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ihe  obscurity  of  her  master  Scfeve.  Strangely  enough  the  poems 
of  this  young  Lyonnese  lady  have  in  many  places  a  singular 
approach  to  the  ring  of  Shakespeare's  sonnets  and  minor  works, 
and  that  not  mej'ely  by  virtue  of  the  general  resemblance  common 
to  all  the  love  poetry  of  the  age,  but  in  some  very  definite  traits. 
Her  surname  of '  La  belle  Cordifere '  came  from  her  marriage  with 
a  rich  merchant,  Ennemond  Perrin  by  name,  who  was  by  trade  a 
ropemaker.  Her  poems  have  had  their  full  share  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  reprints,  which  have  of  late  years  fallen  to  the  lot  of 
sixteenth-century  authors  in  France. 

Mellin  de  Saint-Gelais ',  the  last  to  be  mentioned  but  the  most 
UslUnde  important  of  the  school  of  Marot,  has  been  very 
Baint-OeUIa.  variously  judged.  The  mere  fact  that  be  was  pro- 
bably the  introducer  of  the  sonnet  into  France  (the  counter  claim 
of  Fontus  de  Tyard  seems  to  be  unfounded)  would  suffice 
to  give  him  a  considerable  position  in  the  history  of  letters. 
But  MelJin's  claims  by  no  means  rest  upon  this  achievement 
He  was  a  man  of  higher  position  than  most  of  the  other  poets 
of  the  lime,  being  the  reputed  son  of  Octavlen  de  Saint-Gelais, 
and  himself  enjoying  a  good  deal  of  royal  favour.  In  his  old 
age,  as  the  representative  of  the  school  of  Marot,  he  had  to  bear 
the  brunt  of  the  Pl^iade  onslaught,  and  knew  how  to  defend  him- 
self, so  that  a  trace  was  made.  He  was  bom  in  1487,  and  died  in 
1558.  His  name  is  also  spelt  Merlin,  and  even  Melusin,  the 
Saint-Gelais  boasting  descent  from  the  Lusignans,  and  thus  from 
the  famous  fairy  heroine  M^Iusine.  In  his  youth  he  spent  a  good 
deal  of  time  in  Italy,  at  the  Universities  of  Bologna  and  Padua. 
On  returning  to  France,  he  was  at  once  received  into  favotu'  at 
court,  and  having  taken  orders,  obtained  various  benefices  and 
appointments  which  assured  his  fortune.  It  is  remarkable  that 
though  he  violently  opposed  Ronsard's  rising  favour  at  court, 
both  the  Prince  of  Poets  and  Du  Bellay  completely  forgave 
him,  and  pay  him  very  considerable  compliments,  the  latter 
praising  his  '  vers  emmielMs,'  the  former  speaking,  even  after 
his  death,  of  hts  proficiency  in  the  combined  arts  of  music  and 
poetry.  Saint-Gelais  was  a  good  musician,  and  an  affecting  story 
'  Ed,  Blanchemain,  3  vols.    Parii,  1S73. 
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is  told  of  his  swan-song,  for  which,  as  for  other  anecdotes,  there  is 
no  space  here.  His  work,  though  not  inconsiderable  in  volume, 
is,  even  more  than  that  of  Marot  and  other  poets  of  the  time 
and  school,  composed  for  the  most  part  of  very  short  pieces, 
epigrams,  rondeaiiz,  dizains,  huitains,  etc.  These  pieces  display 
more  merit  than  most  recent  critics  have  been  disposed  to  allow 
to  them.  The  style  is  fluent  and  graceful,  free  from  puns  and  other 
faulls  of  taste  common  at  the  time.  The  epigrams  are  frequently 
pointed,  and  well  expressed,  and  the  compiimentary  verse  is  often 
skilful  and  well  turned.  Mellin  de  Saint-Gelats  is  certainly  not 
a  poet  of  the  highest  order,  but  as  a  court  singer  and  a  skilful 
master  of  language  he  deserves  a  place  among  his  earlier  contem- 
poraries only  second  to  that  of  Marot. 

Something  of  the  same  sort  may  be  said  of  all  the  writers  in 
verse  of  the  first  half  of  the  century.  Their  importance  is  chiefly 
refe.tive.  Few  of  their  works  are  conceived  or  executed  on  a  scale 
sufficient  to  entitle  them  to  the  rank  of  great  poets,  and,  saving 
always  Marot,  the  excellence  even  of  the  trifling  compositions  to 
which  they  confined  themselves  is  very  unequal  and  intermittent. 
But  all  are  evidences  of  a  general  difl^usion  of  the  literary  spirit 
among  the  people  of  France,  and  most  of  them  in  their  way,  and 
according  to  their  powers,  helped  in  perfecting  the  character  of 
French  as  a  literary  instrument.  The  advance  which  the  language 
experienced  in  this  respect  is  perhaps  nowhere  better  shown  than 
in  ibe  miscellaneous  and  popular  poetry  of  the  time, 
a  vast  collection  of  which  has  been  made  accessible  q^,  Ver«e. 
by  th^  reprinting  of  rare  or  unique  printed  originals  Anoleimea 
in  the  thirteen  volumes  of  MM.  de  Montaiglon  and  ^o€i^j» 
de  Rothschild's  Ancienms   Poesies   Francoises,  pub-  "^ 

lished  in  the  BibliolKiqut  ElzMrienne '.  This  flying  literature,  as 
it  is  well  called  in  French,  lacks  in  most  cases  the  freshness 
and  spontaneity  of  mediaeval  folk-song.  But  it  has  in  exchange 
gained  in  point  of  subject  a  wide  extension  of  range,  and  in  point 
of  form  a  considerable  advance  in  elegance  of  language,  absence  of 

'  Thia  great  collection,  which  awaits  its  completion  of  glossary,  etc.,  was 
pnblisbed  between  1855  and  1873,  and  is  invalnable  to  anyone  desiriag  to 
appreciate  the  general  chaiacteristics  of  the  poetical  literature  of  the  time. 
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commonplace,  and  perfection  of  literary  form  and  style.  The 
stiffness  which  characterises  much  mediaeval  and  almost  all 
tifleenth-centuEy  work  has  disappeared  in  great  measure.  The 
writers  speak  directly  and  to  the  point,  and  find  no  difficulty  in  so 
using  their  mother  tongue  as  to  express  their  intentions.  The 
tools  in  short  are  more  effective  and  more  completely  under  the 
control  of  the  worker.  A  certain  triviality  is  indeed  noticeable,  and 
the  tendency  of  the  middle  ages  to  perpetuate  favourite  forms  and 
models  is  by  no  means  got  rid  of.  But  much  that  was  useless  has 
been  discarded,  and  of  what  is  left  a  defter  and  more  distinctly 
literary  use  is  made.  Had  French  remained  as  Marot  left  it,  it 
would  indeed  have  been  unequal  to  the  expression  of  the  noblest 
thoughts,  the  gravest  subjects,  to  the  treatment  and  exposition  of 
intricate  and  complicated  problems  of  life  and  mind.  But  in  his 
hands  it  attained  perhaps  the  perfection  of  usefulness  aa  an 
exponent  of  the  pure  esprit  gaulois,  to  use  a  phrase  which  has 
been  tediously  abused  by  French  writers,  but  which  is  expressive  of 
a  real  fact  in  French  history  and  French  literature.  It  had  been 
suppled  and  pointed :  it  remained  for  it  to  be  weighted,  strength- 
ened, and  enriched.  This  was  not  the  appointed  task  of  Marot 
and  his  contemporaries,  but  of  the  men  who  came  afler  them. 
But  what  they  themselves  had  to  do  they  did,  and  did  it  well  To 
this  day  the  lighter  verse  of  France  is  more  an  echo  of  CMment 
Marot  than  of  any  other  man  who  lived  before  the  seventeenth 
century,  and,  with  the  exception  of  his  greater  follower.  La  Fontaine, 
of  any  man  who  came  after  him  at  any  time ', 

'  Much  belp  has  beea  received  in  the  writing  of  this  chapter,  and  indeed  of 
this  book,  from  the  excellent  work  of  MM.  Halzfdd  and  Darmesteter,  Le 
Seiziinie  Si>(U  at  France  {Paris,  1878),  one  of  the  best  hialories  eltant  in  a 
small  compass  of  a  brief  but  impoitant  period  of  literatuie.  In  English  the 
chief  authority  is  Mr.  Arthur  Tilley  of  King's  College,  Cambridge,  who, 
beginning  with  an  tntroductioit  Co  the  subject  (Cambridge,  1885),  followed  it 
up  with  volumes  on  Rsbelais  and  on  the  period  From  MffntaigHt  la  Moliire. 
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CHAPTER   III. 

RABELAIS   AND   HIS  FOLLOWERS. 

At  the  beginning    of  the    sixteenth    century  prose   fiction    in 

France  was  represented  by  a  considerable  mass  of    _,    . 

Fiation  at 
literature  divided  sharply  into  two  separate  classes  thobeeiii- 
of  very  different  nature  and  value.  On  the  one  hand  i>ii>c  of  tha 
the  prose  versions  of  the  Chansons  de  Gestes  and  the  ^f*?^ 
romances,  Arthurian  and  adventurous,  which  had  suc- 
ceeded the  last  and  most  extensive  verse  rehandlings  of  these  works 
in  the  fourteenth  century,  made  up  a  considerable  body  of  work, 
rarely  possessing  much  literary  merit,  and  characterised  by  all  the 
faults  of  monotony,  repetition,  and  absence  of  truthful  character- 
drawing  which  distinguish  late  mediaeval  work.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  was  a  smaller  body  of  short  prose  tales '  sometimes  serious 
in  character  and  of  not  inconsiderable  antiquity,  more  frequently 
comic  and  satirical,  and  corresponding  in  prose  to  the  Fabliaux 
in  verse.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  in  the  hands,  real  or  sup- 
posed, of  Antoine  de  la  Salle  this  latter  kind  of  work  had  attained 
a  high  standard  of  perfection.  But  it  was  as  yet  extremely  limited 
in  style,  scope,  and  subject.  Valour,  courtesy,  and  love  laade  up 
the  list  of  subjects  of  the  serious  work,  and  the  stock  materials  for 
satire,  women,  marriage,  priests,  etc.,  that  of  the  comic.  Although 
we  have  seme  lively  presentment  of  the  actual  manners  of  the  time 
in  Antoine  de  la  Salle,  it  is  accidental  only,  and  of  its  thoughts  on 
any  but  the  slock  subjects  we  have  nothing. .    There  was  thus  room 

'  Among  these  may  be  mentioned  the'dinnning  stoiy  at /than  de  Paris  (ed. 
Monlaiglon,  Paris,  1874),  which  M.  de  Montajfilon  has  clearly  proved  to  be  oi 
the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century.  It  is  a  cross  lietweea  a  Roman  d'aventnies  and 
B  aursery  tale,  telling  how  the  King  of  France  as  '  John  of  Paris '  outwitted 
the  King  of  England  in  the  suit  for  the  hand  of  the  Infaota  of  Spain. 
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for  a  vast  improvement,  or  rather  for  a  complete  revolution,  in  this 

particular  class  of  work,  and  this  revolution  was  at  a  comparatively 
early  period  of  the  new  century  effected  by  the  greatest  man  and 
the  greatest  book  of  the  French  Renaissance. 

Francois  Rabelais'  was  born  at  Chinon  about  T495  (the 
alternative  date  of  1483  which  used  to  be  given  is 
improbable  if  not  impossible),  and  at  an  early  age 
was  destined  to  the  cloister.  He  not  only  became  a  full  monk,  but 
also  took  priest's  orders.  Before  he  was  thirty  he  acquired  the 
reputation  of  a  good  classical  scholar,  and  this  seems  to  have 
brought  him  into  trouble  with  his  brethren  the  Cordeliers  or  Fran- 
ciscans, who  were  at  this  time  among  the  least  cultivated  of  the 
monastic  orders.  With  the  consent  of  the  Pope  he  migrated  to 
a  Benedictine  convent,  and  became  canon  at  Maillezais.  This 
migration,  however,  did  not  satisfy  him,  and  before  long  he  quitted 
his  new  convent  without  permission  and  took  to  the  life  of  a 
wandering  scholar.  The  tolerance  of  the  first  period  of  the 
Renaissance  however  still  existed  in  France,  and  he  suffered  no 
inconvenience  from  this  breach  of  rule.  After  studying  medicine 
and  natural  science  under  the  protection  of  Geoffrey  d'Estissac, 
Bishop  of  Maillezais,  he  went  to  Montpellier  to  continue  these 
studies,  and  in  the  early  years  of  the  fourth  decade  of -the  centuiy 
practised  regularly  at  Lyons.  He  was  attached  to  the  suite  of 
Cardinal  du  Bellay  in  two  embassies  to  Rome,  returned  to  Mont- 
pellier, took  his  doctor's  degree,  and  again  practised  in  several 
cities  of  the  South.  Towards  1539  Du  Bellay  again  established 
him  in  a  convent,  probably  as  a  safeguard  against  the  persecudoa 
which  was  then  threatening.  But  the  conventual  life  as  then  prac- 
tised was  too  repugnant  to  Rabelais  to  be  long  endured,  and  he 
once  more  set  out  on  his  travels,  this  time  in  Savoy  and  Italy,  the 

'  Ed.  jHnnel  and  Moland.  7  vols,  (ind  ed.)  Paris,  1873.  Also  ed.  M«rty- 
Lavtaui,  a  fine  one,  Paris,  1870  onwards.  Tbe  earlier  editions  of  Le  Ducbal  in 
the  last,  and  of  Esmaagart  and  Johanneau  io  the  present  centnry,  are  useful  for 
variorum  notes,  in  which  respect  the  standard  English  translation  by  Sir  Thomas 
Urquhatt  (a  vetsion  of  unmatched  qnaintness)  and  Motteni  is  also  valuable. 
A  new  English  translation  by  Mr.  W.  F.  Smith,  of  Sl  John's  College,  Cambridge, 
appealed,  privately  printed,  in  1S93,  with  notes  and  introdnctions  summarising 
the  recent  French  literature  00  the  subject 
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persoDal  protection  of  the  king  guaranteeing  him  from  danger. 
He  then  relumed  lo  France,  taking  however  the  precaution  to  soften 
some  enpressions  in  his  books.  At  the  death  of  Francis  he  retired 
first  to  Metz,  and  then  to  Rome,  still  with  Du  Bellay.  The  Cardinal 
de  Chatilion  soon  after  gave  him  the  living  of  Meudon,  which  be 
held  with  another  in  Maine  for  a  year  or  two,  resigning  them  both 
in  1551)  and  dying  in  r553.  Such  at  least  are  the  most  probable 
and  best  ascertained  dates  and  events  in  a  life  which  has  been 
overlaid  with  a  good  deal  of  fiction,  and  many  of  the  &cts  of  which 
are  decidedly  obscure.  Rabelais  did  not  become  an  author  very 
early,  and  Iiis  first  works  were  of  a  purely  erudite  kind.  During 
his  stay  at  Lyons  he  seems  to  have  done  a  good  deal  of  work  for 
the  printers,  as  editor  and  reader,  especially  in  reference  to  medical 
works,  such  as  Galen  and  Hippocrates.  He  edited  too,  and  per- 
haps in  part  re-wrote,  a  prose  romance,  Les  Grandes  tl  ImstimabUs 
ChronicquK  du  Grant  el  £norme  Giant  Gargantua.  This  work,  the 
author  of  which  is  unknown,  and  no  earlier  copies  of  which  exist, 
gave  him  no  doubt  at  least  the  idea  of  his  own  famous  book.  The 
next  year  (1532)  foUowed  the  first  instalment  of  this — Pantagruel 
Jioi  des  Dipsodes  Restitui  en  Son  naturel  avtc  sts  Faicts  et  Proueses 
EspouvantabUi.  Three  years  afterwards  came  Garganlua  proper, 
the  first  book  of  the  entire  work  as  we  now  have  it.  Eleven  years 
however  passed  before  the  work  was  continued,  the  second  book 
of  Pantagruet  not  being  published  till  1 546,  and  the  third  six  years 
later,  just  before  the  author's  death,  in  155a.  The  fourth  or  last 
book  did  not  appear  as  a  whole  until  1564,  though  the  first  sixteen 
chapters  had  been  given  to  the  world  two  years  before.  This 
fourth  book,  the  fifth  of  the  entire  work,  has,  from  the  length  of 
time  which  elapsed  before  its  publication  and  from  certain  varia- 
tions which  exist  in  the  MS.  and  the  first  printed  editions,  been 
suspected  of  spuriousness.  Such  a  question  cannot  be  debated 
here  at  length.  But  there  is  no  external  testimony  of  sufficient 
value  to  discredit  Rabelais'  authorship,  while  the  internal  testimony 
in  its  favour  is  overwhelming.  It  may  be  said,  without  hesitation, 
that  not  a  single  writer  capable  of  having  written  it,  save  Rabelais 
himself,  is  known  to  literary  history  at  the  time.  It  has  been  sup- 
posed, with  a  good  deal  of  probability,  that  the  book  was  left  in  the 


158  The  Renaissance.  '    [Bk.  il. 

rough.  The  considerable  periods  which,  as  has  been  mentioned, 
intervened  between  the  publications  of  the  other  books  seem  to  show 
that  the  author  indulged  a  good  deal  in  revision ;  and,  as  the  third 
book  was  only  published  just  before  his  death,  he  could  have  had 
little  time  for  this  in  the  case  of  the  fourth.  This  would  account  for 
a  certain  appearance  of  greater  boldness  and  directness  in  the  satire 
as  well  as  for  occasional  various  readings.  In  genius  both  of  thought 
and  expression  this  book  is  perhaps  superior  to  any  other ;  and,  if  it 
were  decided  that  Rabelais  did  not  write  it,  much  of  what  are  now 
considered  the  Rabelaisian  characteristics  must  be  transferred  to  an 
entirely  unknown  writer  who  has  left  not  the  smallest  vestige  of 
himself  or  his  genius.  It  is  not  possible  to  give  here  a  detailed 
abstract  of  Garganlua  and  Pantagrml :  indeed,  from  the  studied 
desultoriness  of  the  work,  any  such  abstract  must  of  necessity  t>e 
nearly  as  long  as  the  book  itself.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  both 
Gargantua  and  bis  son  Pantagruel  are  the  heroes  of  adventures, 
designedly  exaggerated  and  burlesqued  from  those  common  in  the 
romances  of  chivalry.  The  chief  events  of  the  earlier  romance 
are,  first,  the  war  between  Grandgousier,  Gargantua's  father,  the 
pattern  of  easy-going  royalty,  and  Picrochole,  king  of  Lame,  the 
ideal  of  an  arbitrary  despot  intent  only  on  conquest ;  and,  secondly, 
the  founding  of  the  Abbey  of  Thelema,  a  fanciful  institution,  in 
which  Rabelais  propounds  as  first  principles  everything  that  is 
most  opposed  to  the  forced  abstinence,  the  real  'self-indulgence, 
the  idleness  and  the  ignorance  of  the  debased  monastic  com- 
munities he  knew  so  well  and  hated  so  much.  Pantagruel  is 
Gargantua's  son,  and,  like  him,  a  giant,  but  the  extravagances 
derived  from  his  gianthood  are  not  kept  up  in  the  second  part  as 
they  are  in  the  first.  A  very  important  personage  in  Pantagruel  is 
Panurge,  a  singular  companion,  whom  Pantagruel  picks  up  at  Paris, 
and  who  is  perhaps  the  greatest  single  creation  of  Rabelais,  Some 
ideas  may  have  been  taken  for  him  from  the  Cingar  of  Merlinus 
Coccaius,  or  Folengo,  the  Macaronic  Italian  poet',  but  on  the 

'  The  best  general  commentaiy  on  Rabelais  is  that  of  M.  J.  Fleoiy.     1  vol*. 
St,  Peterebui^  1876-7. 

*  For  accounts  of  Folengo,  see  Symonds's 
chap.  14,  and  the  present  writer'*  EarHir  Ret, 
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whole  he  is  original,  and  is  hardly  comparable  to  any  one  else  in 
literature  except  FalstafT.  The  main  idea  of  Fanurge  is  the 
absence  of  morality  in  the  wide  Aristotelian  sense  with  the  pre- 
sence of  almost  all  other  good  qualities.  After  a  time,  in  which 
Pantagruel  and  his  companions  (among  whom,  as  in  the  former 
romance.  Friar  John  is  the  embodiment  of  hearty  and  healthy 
animalism,  as  Panurge  is  of  a  somewhat  diseased  intellectual  refine- 
ment) are  engaged  in  wars  of  the  old  romance  kind,  a  whim  of 
Panurge  determines  the  conclusion  of  the  story.  He  desires  to  get 
married;  and  an  entire  book  is  occupied  by  the  various  devices  to 
which  he  resorts  in  order  to  determine  whether  it  is  wise  or  not  for 
him  to  do  so.  At  last  it  is  decided  that  a  voyage  must  be  made  to 
the  oracle  of  the  Dive  Bouteille.  The  last  two.books  are  occupied 
with  this  voyage,  in  which  many  strange  countries  are  visited,  and  at 
last,  the  oracle  being  reached,  the  word  Trvig  is  vouchsafed,  not 
only,  it  would  seem,  to  solve  Panurge's  doubts,  but  also  as  a  general 
answer  to  the  riddle  of  the  painful  earth- 
Besides  his  great  work,  Rat>el3is  was  the  author  of  a  few  extant 
letters,  and  probably  of  a  good  many  that  are  not  extant,  of  a 
little  burlesque  almanack  called  the  Paniagrueline  Progmsticaii<m, 
which  is  full  of  his  peculiar  humour,  of  a  short  work  entitled 
Sciomachie,  describing  a  festival  at  Rome,  and  of  a  few  poems 
of  no  great  meriL  In  Garganiua  and  Paniagruel,  however,  his 
whole  literary  interest  and  character  are  concentrated.  Few  books 
have  been  the  subject  of  greater  controversy  as  to  iheir  meaning 
and  general  intention.  The  author,  as  if  on  purpose  to  baffle 
investigation,  mixes  up  real  persons  mentioned  by  their  teal  names, 
real  persons  mentioned  in  transparent  allegory,  and  endrely 
fictitious  characters,  in  the  most  inextricable  way.  Occasionally, 
as  in  his  chapters  on  education,  he  is  perfectly  serious,  and  allows 
no  touch  of  humour  or  satire  to  escape  him.  Elsewhere  be 
indulges  in  the  wildest  buffoonery.  Two  of  the  most  notable 
characteristics  of  Rabelais  are,  first,  his  extraordinary  predilection 
for  heaping  up  piles  of  synonymous  words,  and  huge  lists  of 
things;  secondly,  his  habit  of  indulging  in  the  coarsest  allusions 
and  descriptions.  Both  of  these  were  to  some  extent  mere  exag- 
gerations of  bis  mediaeval  models,  but  both  show  the  pecuhar 
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characteristics  of  llieir  author.  The  book  as  a  whole  has  received 
the  most  various  explanations  as  well  as  the  most  various  ap- 
preciations. It  has  been  regarded  as  in  the  raain  a  poUtical  and 
personal  satire,  in  every  incident  and  character  of  which  some 
reference  must  be  sought  to  actual  personages  and  events  of  the 
time ;  as  an  elaborate  pamphlet  against  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church ;  as  a  defence  of  mere  epicurean  materialism,  and  even  an 
attack  on  Christianity  itself;  as  a  huge  piece  of  mischief  intended 
to  delude  readers  into  the  belief  that  something  serious  is  meant, 
when  in  reality  nothing  of  the  kind  is  intended.  Even  more 
fantastic  explanations  than  these  have  been  attempted ;  such,  for 
instance,  as  the  idea  that  the  voyage  of  Pantagruel  is  an  allegorical 
account  of  the  processes  employed  in  the  manufacture  of  wine. 
The  true  explanation,  as  bit  as  there  is  any,  of  the  book  seems, 
however,  to  be  not  very  difficult  to  niake  out,  provided  that  the 
interpreter  does  not  endeavour  to  force  a  meaning  where  there 
very  probably  is  none.  The  form  of  it  was  pretty  well  pre- 
scribed by  the  old  romances  of  adventure,  and  must  be  taken  as 
given  to  Rabelais,  not  as  invented  by  him  for  a  special  purpose ; 
a  war,  a  quest,  these  are  the  subjects  of  every  story  in  verse  and 
prose  for  five  centuries,  and  Rabelais  followed  the  stream.  But 
when  he  had  thus  got  his  main  theme  settled,  he  gave  the  widest 
Ucence  of  comment,  allusion,  digression,  and  adaptation  to  his  own 
fancy  and  his  own  intellect.  Both  of  these  were  typical,  and, 
except  for  a  certain  deficiency  in  the  poetical  element,  fully  typical 
of  the  time.  Rabelais  was  a  very  learned  man,  a  man  of  the 
world,  a  man  of  pleasure,  a  man  of  obvious  interest  in  political 
and  ecclesiastical  problems.  He  was  animated  by  that  lively 
appetite  for  enjoyment,  business,  study,  all  the  occupations  of  life, 
which  characterised  the  Renaissance  in  its  earlier  stages,  in  all 
countries  and  especially  in  France.  Nor  had  science  of  any  kind 
yet  been  divided  and  subdivided  so  that  each  man  could  only 
aspire  to  handle  certain  portions  of  it  Accordingly,  Rabelais  is 
prodigal  of  learning  in  season  and  out  of  season.  But  inde- 
pendently of  all  this,  he  had  an  immense  humour,  and  this 
pervades  the  whole  book,  turning  the  preposterous  adventures 
into  satirical  allegories  or  half  allegories,  irradiating  the  somewhat 
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iniscellaneous  erudition  with  lambent  light,  and  making  the  whole 
alive  and  fresh  to  this  day.  The  e^ctreme  coarseness  of  language, 
which  makes  Rabelais  difficult  to  read  now-a-days,  seems  to  have 
arisen  from  a  variety  of  causes.  The  essence  of  his  book  was 
exaggeration,  and  he  exaggerated  in  this  as  in  other  matters.  His 
keen  appetite  for  the  lu<licrous,  and  a  kind  of  shamelessness  which 
may  have  be*en  partly  due  to  individual  peculiarity,  but  had  not  a  little 
also  to  do  with  his  education  and  studies,  inclined  him  to  make  free 
with  a  department  of  thought  where  ludicrous  ideas  are,  as  it  has 
been  said,  to  be  had  for  the  picking  up  by  those  whom  shame  does 
not  trouble  at  the  expense  of  those  whom  it  does.  But  besides  all 
this,  there  was  in  Rabelais  a  knowledge  of  human  nature,  and  a 
faculty  of  expressing  that  knowledge  in  literary  form,  in  which  he 
is  inferior  to  Shakespeare  alone.  Caricatured  as  his  types  pur- 
posely are,  they  are  ail  easily  reducible  to  natural  dimensions  and 
properties;  while  occasionally,  though  all  too  rarely,  the  author 
drops  his  mask  and  speaka  gravely,  seriously,  and  then  always 
wisely.  These  latter  passages  are,  it  may  be  added,  unsurpassed 
in  mere  prose  style  for  many  long  years  after  the  author's  death. 

Altogether,  independently  of  the  intrinsic  interest  of  Rabelais' 
work,  we  go  to  him  as  we  can  go  to  only  some  score  or  half  score 
of  the  greatest  writers  of  the  world,  for  a  complete  reflection  of 
the  sentiment  and  character  of  his  time.  As  with  all  great  writers, 
what  he  shows  is  in  great  part  characteristic  of  humanity  at  all 
times  and  in  all  places,  but,  as  also  with  all  great  writers  except 
Shakespeare,  more  of  it  is  local  and  temporary  merely.  This 
local  and  temporary  element  gives  him  his  great  historical  im- 
portance. Rabelais  is  the  literary  exponent  of  the  earlier  Re- 
naissance, with  its  appetite  for  the  good  things  of  the  world  as  yet 
unblunted.  Yet  even  in  him  there  is  a  foretaste  of  satiety,  and 
the  Oracle  of  the  Bottle  has  something,  for  all  its  joyousness, 
of  the  conclusion  of  the  Preacher. 

The  popularity  of  Rabelais  was  immense,  and  of  itself  sufficed 
to  protect  him  against  the  enmity  which  his  hardly  veiled  aUacks 
on  monachism,  and  on  other  fimgoid  growths  of  the  Church,  could 
not  have  failed  to  attract.  In  such  a  case  imitation  was  certain, 
and,  long  before  the  genuine  series  of  the  Pantagrueline  Chronicles 
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was  completed,  spulious  supplements  and  continuations  appeared, 
all  of  them  without  exception  worthless.  A  more  legitimate  imita- 
tion coloured  the  work  rf  many  of  the  fiction  writers  of  the  remain- 
ing part  of  the  century,  chough  the  tradition  of  short  story  writing, 
on  the  model  of  the  Fabliaux  and  of  the  Italian  tales  borrowed 
from  them,  continued  and  was  only  indirectly  affected  by  Rabelius. 
In  this  latter  class  one  mediocre  writer  and  two  of  ^he  greatest 
talent — of  talent  amounting  almost  to  genius — have  to  be  noticed. 
In  1 535,  Nicholas  of  Troyes,  a  saddler  by  trade,  produced  a  book  en- 
titled Grand  Parangon  de  NouveUes  NouvelUs,  in  which  he  followed 
rather,  as  his  title  indicates,  the  Cml  NouvelUs  Nouvelks  than  any 
other  model.  His  sources  seem  to  have  been  the  Decamer<m  and 
the  Gesta  Romanorum  principally,  though  some  of  his  tales  are 
original.  Very  different  books  are  the-  Contes  of  Marguerite  de 
Navarre,  usually  termed  the  '  Heptameron,'  and  the  Conies  el  J^eux 
Devit  of  her  servant  Bonaventure  des  Purlers.  Neither  of  these 
books  was  published  til]  a  considerable  period  after  the  death,  not 
merely  of  Rabelais,  but  of  their  authors. 

There  are  few  persons  of  the  time  of  whom  less  is  known  than 
Bonaveuture  of  Bonaventure  des  P^riers ',  and,  by  no  means  in  con- 
desFAiiera.  sequence  merely  of  this  mystery,  there  are  few  more 
interesting.  He  must  have  been  bom  somewhere  about  the  begin- 
ning of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  his  friend  Dolet  calls  him  Atduum 
poelam,  which  would  seem  to  fis  his  birth  somewhere  in  the 
neighbourhood  at  least  of  Autun.  He  was  undoubtedly  one  of  the 
literary  courtiers  of  Marguerite  d'Angoulfime.  Finally,  it  seems 
that  in  the  persecution  which,  during  the  later  years  of  Francis  I.'s 
reign,  came  upon  the  Protestants  and  freethinkers,  and  which 
the  influence  of  Marguerite  was  powerless  to  prevent,  he  com- 
mitted suicide  to  escape  the  dutches  of  the  law.  Henri  Estienne, 
however,  attributes  the  act  to  insanity  or  delirium.  However  this 
may  be,  there  is  no  doubt  that  Des  P^riers  was  a  remarkable 
example  of  a  humanist.  He  was  certainly  a  good  scholar,  and  he 
was  also  a  decided  freethinker.  He  has  left  poems  of  some  but 
no  great  merit ;  perhaps  some  translations  and  minor  prose  pieces ; 
and  two  undoubted  works  of  the  highest  interest,  the  Cymbalum 
'  EJ.  Lacour.     i  vols.    Paiii,  iS66. 
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Mundi  (1537)  and  the  NouveUes  Ricriations  el  Jnyeux  Devis 
(1558).  The  Cymhalum  Mundi  betrays  the  influence  of  Lucian, 
which  was  also  very  strong  on  Rabelais.  It  is  a  work  in  dialogue, 
satirising  the  superstitions  of  antiquity  with  a  hardly  dubious 
reference  to  the  religious  beliefs  of  Dcs  P^riers'  own  day.  The 
Noteoelles  RAr/alions  el  foyeux  Devis  are  compact  of  less  perilous 
stuff,  while  they  exhibit  equal  and  perhaps  greater  literary  skill. 
They  consist  of  a  hundred  and  twenly-nine  short  tales,  similar 
in  general  character  to  those  of  the  Cenl  Nouvelles  NouvelUs 
and  other  collections.  Although,  however,  a  great  licence  of 
subject  is  still  allowed,  the  language  is  far  less  coarse  than  in  the 
work  of  Antoine  de  la  Salle,  while  the  literary  merits  of  the  style 
are  very  much  greater,  Des  P^riers  was  beyond  all  doubt  a 
great  master  of  half-serious  and  half-joyous  French  prose.  Nor 
is  his  matter  much  less  remarkable  than  his  style.  Like  Rabelais, 
but  with  the  difference  that  his  was  a  more  poetical  temperament, 
than  that  of  his  greater  contemporary,  he  has  sudden  accesses 
of  seriousness,  almost  of  sentiment.  At  these  times  the  spirit  of 
the  French  Renaissance,  in  its  more  cultivated  and  refined  repre- 
sentatives, comes  out  in  him  very  strongly.  This  spirit  may  be 
defined  as  a  kind  of  cultivated  sensuality,  ardently  enamoured  of 
the  beautiful  in  die  world  of  sense,  while  fully  devoted  to  intel- 
lectual truth,  and  at  the  same  time  always  conscious  of  the 
nothingness  of  things,  the  instant  pressure  of  death,  the  treacherous- 
ness  of  mortal  delights.  The  rare  sentences  in  which  Des  P^riers 
gives  vent  to  the  expression  of  this  mental  attitude  are  for  the 
most-part  admirably  written,  while  as  a  teller  of  tales,  either  comic 
or  romantic,  he  has  few  equals  and  fewer  superiors. 

The  same  spirit  which  has  just  been  described  found  even 
fuller  expression,  with  greater  advantages  of  scale  and  setting,  in 
the  Heplameron'-  of  Marguerite  of  Navarre.  The  Tha 
exact  authorship  of  this  celebrated  book  is  something  HsptunarMi. 
of  a  literary  puzzle.  Marguerite  was  a  prolific  author,  if  all  the 
works  which  were  published  under  her  name  be  unhesitatingly 
ascribed'  to  her.    Besides  the  poems  printed  under  the  pretty 

'  Ed.  Leroia  de  Lincy.    3  vols.    Paris,  1855.   ■ 

*  She  was  ban  in  1491,  and  was  thus  twu  years  older  tluui  her  brottLcr 
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tide  of  Les  Margutriles  di  la  Margutrile,  she  produced  many  other 
works,  as  well  as  the  Hepiameron  which  was  not  given  to  the  world 
until  after  her  death  (1558).  The  House  of  Valois  was  by  no 
means  destitute  of  literary  talent.  But  that  which  seems  most 
likely  to  be  the  Queen's  genuine  work  hardly  corresponds  with 
die  remarkable  power  shown  in  the  Hepiameron.  On  the  other 
hand,  Marguerite  for  years  maintained  a  literary  court,  in  which  all 
the  most  celebrated  men  of  the  time,  notably  Marot  and  Bonaven- 
ture  des  P^riers,  held  places.  If  it  were  allowable  to  decide  literary 
questions  simply  by  considerations  of  probability,  there  could  be 
little  hesitation  in  assigning  the  entire  Hepiamtron  to  Des  P^riers 
himself,  and  then  its  unfinished  condition  would  be  intelligible 
enough.  The  general  opinion  of  critics,  however,  is  that  it  was 
probably  the  result  of  the  joint  work  of  the  Queen,  of  Des  P^riers, 
and  of  a  good  many  other  men,  and  probably  some  women,  of 
letters.  The  idea  and  plan  of  the  work  are  avowedly  borrowed 
from  Boccaccio,  but  the  thing  is  worked  out  with  so  much  origin- 
ality that  it  becomes  nothing  so  little  as  an  imitation.  A  company 
of  ladies  and  gentlemen  returning  from  Cauterets  are  detained  by 
bad  weather  in  an  out-of-the-way  comer  of  the  Pyrenees,  and 
beguile  the  time  by  telUng  stories.  The  interludes,  however,  in 
which  the  tale-tellers  are  brought  on  the  stage  in  person,  are  more 
circumstantial  than  those  of  the  Decameron;  and  the  individual 
characters  are  much  more  fully  worked  out.  Indeed,  the  mere 
setting  of  the  book,  ii^ependenlly  of  its  seventy-two  stories  (for 
the  eighth  day  is  begun),  makes  a  very  interesting  tale,  exhibiting 
not  merely  those  characteristics  of  the  time  and  its  society  which 


Frandsl.  She  married  fint  the  Dnketl'Alenton,  theaHcDii  d'Albret  Kingof 
Navarre.  Hei  private  cbaiacter  has  been  most  rnijostly  attacked.  She  died  in 
1549,  MargDerite  is  spoken  of  by  four  sarcames  :  de  Valoi*  from  her  Tamilyi 
d'Angonleme  from  her  lather's  title  ;  d'Alen9on  ftom  her  first  husband's  ;  and 
de  Navarre  from  that  of  ber  second.  In  literatare,  to  dUtingnish  her  from  her 
gieat-niecB,  the  first  wife  of  Henri  IV,,  Marguerite  d'Angonleme  is  the  term 
most  commonly  used.  I  onght  perhaps  to  add  that  my  friend  Mr.  Tilley,  who 
baa  made  a  special  studj  of  this  period,  takei  an  exactly  opposite  view  to  mine 
in  respect  of  the  styles  of  Del  P^rien  and  Margnerite.  I  cuiaot  alter  my  own 
opinion,  which  has  only  been  confirmed  by  frequent  readings ;  but  I  wish  to  give 
fall  weight  to  Us. 
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have  been  noticed  in  conneclion  with  the  Contts  etjoyeux  Devis, 
but,  in  addition,  a  certain  religiosity  in  which  that  time  and  society 
were  also  by  no  means  deficient,  though  it  existed  side  by  side  with 
freethinking  of  a  daring  kind  and  with  unbridled  licentiousness.  The 
head  of  the  party.  Dame  Oisille,  is  the  chief  representative  of  this 
religious  spirit,  though  all  the  parly  are  more  or  less  penetrated 
by  iL  The  subjects  of  the  tales  do  not  differ  much  from  those  of 
Boccaccio,  though  they  are,  as  a  rule,  occupied  with  a  higher  class 
of  society.  The  best  of  them  are  animated  by  the  same  spirit  of 
refined  voluptuousness  which  animates  so  much  of  the  writing  and 
art  of  the  time,  and  which  may  indeed  be  said  to  be  its  chief 
feature.  But  this  spirit  has  seldom  been  presented  in  a  light  so 
attractive  as  that  which  it  bears  in  the  Heplameron. 

The  influence  of  Rabelais  on  the  one  hand,  of  the  Heplameron 
on  the  other,  b  observable  in  almost  all  the  work'of  the  same  kind 
which  the  second  half  of  the  sixteenth  century  produced.  The 
fantastic  buffoonery  and  the  indiscriminate  prodigality  of  learning, 
which  were  to  the  outward  eye  the  distinguishing  characteristics 
of  Paniagruel,  found  however  more  imitators  than  the  poetical 
sentiment  of  the  Heplameron.  The  earliest  of  the  suc- 
cessors of  Rabelais  was  Noel  du  Fait,  a  gentleman 
and  magistrate  of  Britanny,  who,  five  years  before  the  master's 
death,  produced  two  Lltle  books,  Propos  J?us/igues'  and  Baliver- 
neries,  which  depict  rural  life  and  its  incidents  with  a  good  deal 
of  vividness  and  colour.  The  imitation  <£  Rabelais  is  very  per- 
ceptible, and  sometimes  a  little  irritating,  but  the  work  on  the 
whole  has  merit,  and  abounds  in  carious  local  traits.  The 
Propos  RusHqms,  too,  are  interesting  because  they  underwent  a 
singular  travesty  in  the  next  century,  and  appeared  under  a  new 
and  misleading  title.  Much  later,  near  forty  years  afterwards  in 
fact,  Du  Fail  produced  the  Conies  d' Eulrapel'',  which  are  rather 
critical  and  satirical  dialogues  than  tales.  There  is  a  good  deal 
of  dry  humour  in  them.  The  provinciality  to  be  noticed  in  Du 
Fail  was  still  a  feature  of  French  literature ;  and  in  this  particular 

*  Ed.  Id.  Borderie.     Paris,  iS7S.a  The  bibliography  of  this  book  is  very 
curious, 
'  Ed.  Hipoeau.     3  vols.     Paris,  1S7.S. 
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department  it  long  conlinued  to  be  prominent,  perhaps  owing  to 
the  example  of  Rabelais,  who,  wide  as  is  his  range,  frequently 
takes  pleasare  in  mixing  up  petty  local  matters  with  his  other 
materials.  Thus,  at  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century, 
Guillaume  Bouchet  (to  be  carefully  distinguished  from 
■  Jean  Bouchet,  the  poet  of  the  early  sixteenth  century) 
wrote  a  large  collection  of  Series^  (Soirfes),  containing  gossip  on 
a  great  variety  of  subjects,  mingled  with  details  of  Angevin  manners ; 
and  Tabourot  des  Accords  composed  his  Escratgnes  Dijonnaises, 
Synathrhit,  Lts  Bigarrures  and  Les  Touches.  Les  Maiinies  and 
Let  Apris-Din/es^  were  produced  by  a  person,  the 
Seigneur  de  Choli^res,  of  whom  litde  else  is  known. 
Choli^res  is  a  bad  writer,  and  a  commonplace  if  not  stupid  thinker ; 
but  he  tells  some  quaint  stories,  and  his  book  shows  us  the  deep 
hold  which  the  example  of  Rabelais  had  given  to  the  practice  of 
discussing  grave  subjects  in  a  light  lone. 

There  remain  two  books  of  sufficient  importance  to  be  treated 

Apologia     separately.     The  first  of  these  is  the  Apologie  pour 
POUT        H&odole'  (1566)  of  the  scholar  Henri  Estienne.    In 

Hdrodote.  ^j^^  guise  of  a  serious  defence  of  Herodotus  from  the 
charges  of  untrust worthiness  and  invention  frequently  brought 
against  him  Estienne  indulges  in  an  elaborate  indictment  against  his 
own  and  recent  times,  especially  against  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy. 
Much  of  his  book  is  taken  from  Rabelius,  or  from  the  Heptanuron  ; 
much  from  the  preachers  of  the  fifteenth  century.  Its  literary 
merit  has  been  a  good  deal  exaggerated,  and  its  extreme  desultori- 
ness  and  absence  of  coherence  make  it  tedious  to  read  for  any 
length  of  time,  but  it  is  in  a  way  amusing  enough.  Much  later 
(1610)  the  last — it  may  almost  he  said  the  first — echo  of  the  genuine 

Moreu  de    spirit  of  Ratielais  was  sounded  in  the  Moyen  de  Par- 

Forvenit.  vmir  *  of  Kroalde  de  Verville.  This  eccentric  work 
is  perhaps  the  most  perfect  example  of  a  fatrasie  in  existence. 
In  the  guise  of  guests  at  a  banquet  the  author  brings  in  many 

'  Ed.  Roybel,     Paris. 

'  Ed.  Tricotel.     2  vols,     Pari|,  1879. 

•  Ed.  Ristelhuber.  -2  vols.    Paris,  18J9, 

<  Ed.  Jacob.     Fans,  1S6S.    It  is  possibly  not  B^roalde'i. 
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celebrated  persons  of  the  day  and  of  antiquity,  and  makes  them 
talk  from  pillar  to  post  in  the  strangest  possible  fashion.  The 
licence  of  language  and  anecdote  which  Rabelais  had  permitted 
himself  is  equalled  and  exceeded ;  but  many  of  the  tales  are  told 
with  consummate  art,  and,  in  the  midst  of  the  ribaldry  and  buf- 
foonery, remarks  of  no  small  shrewdness  are  constantly  dropped 
as  if  by  accident.  There  seems  to  have  been  at  the  time 
something  not  unlike  a  serious  idea  that  the  book  was  made  up 
from  unpublished  papers  of  Rabelais  himself.  All  external  con- 
siderations make  this  in  the  highest  degree  unlikely,  and  the 
resemblances  are  obviously  those  of  imitation  rather  than  of 
identical  authorship.  But  undoubtedly  nothing  else  of  the  kind 
comes  so  near  to  the  character,  if  not  the  excellence,  of  Gargm/ua 
and  Paitiagrial. 


d=,Googk' 


CHAPTER  IV. 

THE   Fl£iADE. 


Almost  exactly  at  the  middle  of  the  sixteenth  century  a  move- 
ment took  place  in  French  literature  which  has  no  parallel  in 
literary  history,  except  the  similar  movement  which  look  place, 
also  in  France,  three  centuries  later.  The  movement  and  its  chief 
promoters  are  indifferently  known  in  literature  by  the  name  of  the 
PUiade,  a  term  applied  by  the  classical  affectation  of  the  time  to 
the  group  of  seven  men ',  Ronsard,  Du  Bcllay,  Belteau,  Batf, 
Daurat,  Jodelle,  and  Pontus  de  Tyard,  who  were  most  active  in 
promoting  it,  and  who  banded  themselves  together  in  a  strict 
.  league  or  colerie  for  the  attainment  of  their  purposes,  These 
purposes  were  the  reduction  of  the  French  language  and  French 
literary  forms  to  a  state  more  comparable,  as  they  thought,  to 
that  of  the  two  great  classical  tongues.  They  had  no  iixtention 
(though  such  an  intention  has  been  falsely  attributed  to  them  both 
at  the  time  and  since)  of  defacing  or  destroying  their  mother- 
tongue.  On  the  contrary,  they  were  animated  by  the  sincerest 
and,  for  the  most  part,  the  most  intelligent  love  for  it.  But  the 
intense  admiration  of  Ihe  severe  beauties  of  classical  literature, 
which  was  Ihe  dominant  literary  note  of  the  Renaissance,  translated 
itself  in  their  active  minds  into  a  determination  to  make,  if  it 
were  possible,  French  itself  more  able  to  emulate  the  triumphs  ol 
Greek  and  of  Latin.     This  desire,  even  if  it  had  borne  no  fruit, 

'  The  list  is  someliraes  giyen  rather  differently ;    instead  of  Jodelle  and 
Pontus  de  Tyard,  Scevole  de  Sainte-Marthe  .ind  Muretus  are  sabstitated.    Cat 
n  the  text  ia  the  accepted  one.  * 
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would  have  honourably  distinguished  the  French  Renaissance  from 

the  llalia.n  and  German  forms  of  the  movement.     In     _.        . 

Cnarftcter 
Italy  the  humanists,  for  the  most  part,  contented  them-  ondBfTeetB  of 
selves  with  practice  in  the  Latin  tongue,  and  in  'be  Pldiade 
Germany  they  did  so  almost  wholly.  But  no  sooner  ovoment. 
had  the  Uterature  of  antiquity  taken  root  in  France  than  it  was 
made  to  bear  novas  frondes  el  mm  suapoma  of  vernacular  literature. 
There  were  some  absurdities  committed  by  the  PHiade  no  doubt, 
as  there  always  are  in  enthusiastic  crusades  of  any  kind:  but  it  must 
never  be  forgotten  that  they  had  a  solid  basis  of  philological  truth 
to  go  upon.  French,  after  all,  despite  a  strong  Teutonic  admixture, 
was  a  Latin  tongue,  and  recurrence  to  Latin,  and  to  the  still  more 
majestic  and  fertile  language  which  had  had  so  much  to  do  in 
shaping  the  literary  Latin  dialect,  was  natural  and  germane  to  its 
character.  In  point  of  fact,  the  Pldiade  made  modern  French — 
made  it,  we  may  say,  twice  over ;  for  not  only  did  its  original  work 
revolutionise  the  language  in  a  manner  so  durable  that  the  re- 
action of  the  next  century  could  not  wholly  undo  it,  but  it  was 
mainly  study  of  the  PHiade  that  armed  the  great  masters  of  the 
Romantic  movement,  the  men  of  1830,  in  their  revolt  against  the 
cramping  rules  and  impoverished  vocabulary  of  the  eighteenth 
century.  The  effect  of  the  change  indeed  was  far  too  universal  for 
it  to  be  possible  for  any  Malherbe  or  any  Boiieau  to  overthrow  it. 
The  whole  literature  of  the  nation,  at  a  time  when  it  was  wonder- 
fully abundant  and  vigorous,  '  Ronsardised '  for  nearly  fifty  years, 
and  such  practice  at  such  a  time  never  fails  to  leave  its  mark.  The 
actual  details  of  the  movement  cannot  better  be  given  than  by 
going  through  the  list  of  its  chief  participators. 

Pierre  de  Ronsard ',  Prince  of  Poets  *,  was  bom  at  La  Poisson- 
ni^re,  in  the  Vendomois,  or,  as  it  was  then  more 
often  called,  the  Gatinais,  on  the  banks  of  the  river 
Loir,  in  1524.  He  died  In  his  own  country  in  the  year  1585, 
acknowledged,  not  merely  in  France  but  out  of  it,  as  the  leader  of 
living  poets.  His  early  life,  however,  was  rather  that  of  a  man 
of  action  than  of  a  poet,  and  one  of  the  most  studious  of  poets. 

'  Ed,  Blanchemain.    8  vols.     Paris,  1857-67. 

*  The  tetm  Dsnally  applied  to  him  by  contemporariei. 
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His  father  was  an  old  courtier  and  Bervant  of  Francis  1.,  whose 
companion  in  captivity  he  had  been,  and  Ronsard  entered  upon 
court  life  when  he  was  a  boy  of  ten  years  old.  He  visited  Scot- 
land and  England  in  the  suite  of  French  ambassadors,  and  re- 
mained for  some  considerable  time  in  Great  Britain.  He  was  also 
attached  to  embassies  in  Flanders,  Holland,  and  Germany,  But 
before  he  was  of  age  he  fell  ill,  and  though  he  recovered,  it  was 
at  the  cost  of  permanent  deafness,  which  incapacitated  him  for 
the  public  service.  He  threw  himself  on  literature  for  a  consolation, 
and  under  the  direction  of  Daurat,  a  scholar  of  renown,  studied 
for  years  at  the  College  Coqueret,  Here  Du  Bellay,  Belleau,  Baif, 
were  his  fellow-students,  and  the  four  with  their  master,  with 
Etienne  Jodelle,  and  with  Pontus  de  Tyard,  afterwards  bishop  of 
Chalon,  formed,  as  has  been  said,  the  Pl^iade  according  to  the 
most  orthodox  computation.  The  idea  conceived  and  carried  out 
in  these  studious  years  (by  Ronsard  himself  and  Du  Betlay  beyond 
all  doubt  in  the  flrpt  place)  was  the  reformation  of  French  lan- 
guage and  French  literature  by  study  and  inutation  of  the  ancients. 

In  1549  the  manifesto  of  the  society  issued,  in  the 

et  Illiutra-    shape  of  Du  Bellaj's  Difense  et  Illustration  de  la  Langtu 

tlondela     Fran^aise,  2.^A  tn  1550  the  first  practical  illustration 

i^Bue      jjf  jijg  -niethod  was  given  by  Ronsard's  Odes.    The 

principles  of  the  Difenst  et  Illustration  may  be  thus 
summarised.  The  author  holds  that  the  current  forms  of  literature, 
dizjuns,  rondeaus,  etc.,  are  altogether  too  facile  and  easy,  that  the 
language  used  is  too  pedestrian,  the  treatment  wanting  in  gravity 
and  art.  He  would  have  Odes  of  the  Horatian  kind  take  the 
place  of  Chansons,  the  sonnet,  non  mains  docie  qut  plaisante 
invention  Italimne,  of  dizains  and  buiCains,  regular  tragedy  and 
comedy  of  moralities  and  farces,  regular  satires  of  Fatrasies  and 
Coq-i-l'Sne.  He  takes  particular  pains  to  demonstrate  the  contrary 
proposition  to  Wordsworth's,  and  to  prove  that  merely  natural  and 
ordinary  language  is  not  suilicient  for  him  who  in  poesy  wishes  to 
produce  work  deserving  of  immortality.  He  ridicules  tlie  mediaeval 
affectations  and  conceits  of  some  of  the  writers  of  his  time,  who 
gave  themselves  such  names  as '  Le  Banni  de  Liesse,' '  Le  Traverseur 
des  Voies  P^rillcuses,'  etc.   He  speaks,  indeed,  not  too  respectfully 
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of  mediaeval  literature  generally,  and  nses  language  which  probably 
suggested  Gabriel  Harvey's  depreciatory  remarks  about  the  Fairy 
Queen  forty  years  later.  In  much  of  this  there  is  exaggeration, 
and  in  much  more  of  it  mistake.  By  turning  their  backs  on  the 
middle  ages — though  indeed  they  were  not  able  to  do  it  thoroughly 
— the  PI6iade  lost  almost  as  much  in  subject  and  spirit  as  they 
gained  in  language  and  formal  excellence.  The  laudation  of  the 
sonnet,  while  the  ballade  and  chant  royal,  things  of  similar  nature 
and  of  hardly  less  capacity,  are  denounced  as  /piceries,  savours  of 
a  rather  Philistine  preference  for  mere  novelty  and  foreign  fashions. 
But,  as  has  been  already  pointed  out,  Du  Bellay  was  right  in  the 
main,  and  it  must  especially  be  insisted  on  that  his  aim  was  to 
strengthen  and  reform,  not  to  alter  or  misguide,  the  French  lan- 
guage. The  peroration  of  the  book  in  a  highly  rhetorical  style 
speaks  of  the  writer  and  his  readers  as  having  '^chapp^  du  milieu 
des  Grecs  et  par  les  escadrons  Romains  pour  entrer  jusqu'au 
sein  de  la  tant  d^sir^e  France.'  That  is  to  say,  the  innovators 
are  to  cany  off  what  spoils  they  can  from  Greece  and  Rome, 
but  it  is  to  be  for  the  enrichment  and  benefit  of  the  French 
tongue.  Frenchmen  are  to  write'  French,  not  Latin  and  Greek; 
but  they  are  to  write  it  not  merely  in  a  conversational  way,  content 
as  Du  Bellay  says  somewhere  else,  '  n'avoir  dit  rien  qui  vaille 
aux  neuf  premiers  vers,  pourvu  qu'au  diai^me  il  y  ait  le  petit  mot 
pour  rire.'  They  are  to  accustom  themselves  to  long  and  weary 
studies, '  car  ce  sont  les  ailes  dont  les  escripts  des  hommes  volent 
au  ciel,'  to  imitate  good  authors,  not  merely  in  Greek  and  Latin, 
but  in  Italian,  Spanish,  or  any  other  tongue  where  they  may  be 
found.  Such  was  the  manifesto  of  the  PMiade  ;  and  no  one  who 
has  studied  French  literature  and  French  character,  who  knows 
the  special  tendency  of  the  nation  to  drop  from  time  to  time  into 
a  sterile  self-admiration,  and  an  easy  confidence  that  il  is  the  all- 
sufficient  wonder  of  the  world,  can  doubt  its  wisdom.  Certainly, 
whatever  may  be  thought  of  it  in  the  abstract,  it  was  justified  of 
its  children.  The  first  of  these  was,  as  has  been  said,  Ronsard's 
Od£s,  published  in  1550.  These  he  followed  up,  in  1552,  by  Les 
Amour i  dt  Cassaitdre,  in  1553  by  a  volume  of  Hymnes,  as  well  as 
by  Lt  Socage  Royal,  Les  Amours  dt  Mark,  sonnets,  etc.,  all  of  which 


I?*  The  Renaissance-   '  [Bb.  IL 

were,  in  1560,  republished  in  a  collected  edition  of  four  volumes. 
From  the  first  Ronsard  iiad  been  a  very  popular  poet  at  court, 
where,  according  lo  a  well-known  anecdote,  Marguerite  de  Savoie, 
the  second  of  the  Valois  Marguerites,  snatched  his  first  volume 
from  Mellin  de  Saint  Gelais,  who  was  reading  it  in  a  designed  tone 
of  burlesque,  and  reading  it  herself  to  her  brother  Henry  II.  and 
the  court,  obtained  a  verdict  at  once  for  the  young  poeL  The 
accession  of  Charles  IX.  brought  Ronsard  still  more  into  favour, 
and  during  the  next  ten  years  he  produced  many  courtly  poems  of 
the  occasioiK^  kind,  beside^  others  to  suit  his  otvn  pleasure.  In 
1573  the  first  part  of  his  most  ambitious,  but  perhaps  least  suc- 
cessful, work  appeared.  This  was  the  Franctade,  a  dull  epic.  At 
the  death  of  Charles,  Ronsard  retired  to  his  native  province,  where 
he  had  an  abbacy,  Croix- Val  Here  all  his  poetical  powers  re- 
turned, and  in  his  last  Amours,  Sonnels  to  H/line,  and  other  pieces, 
some  of  his  very  best  work  is  to  be  found.  The  year  before  his 
death  he  produced  an  edition  of  his  works  much  altered,  hut  by 
no  means  invariably  improved.  > 

There  are  few  poets  to  whose  personal  merits  there  is  more 
unanimity  of  trustworthy  testimony  than  there'  is  to  those  of  Ron- 
sard. From  the  time  of  his  betaking  himself  to  literary  work,  he 
seems  to  have  been  wholly  given  to  study,  and  to  the  contempla- 
tion of  natural  beauty.  Although  jealous  of  his  own  great  repu- 
tation, and  liable  to  be  netded  when  it  was  imp)erilled,  as  it  was  by 
Du  Bartas,  he  was  as  a  rule  singularly  placable  in  literary  quarrels. 
The  story  of  his  quanelling  with  Rabelais  is  late,  unsupported, 
and  to  all  appearance  fabulous;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
passages  which  have  been  supposed  to  reflect  on  the  Pteiade  in 
the  writings  of  Rabelais  can,  for  chronological  reasons,  by  no 
possibility  refer  to  Ronsard  or  his  friends.  Lastly,  the  poet 
appears  to  have  had  no  thought  of  writing  for  gain,  and  though, 
like  all  his  contemporaries,  he  did  not  scruple  to  solicit  favours 
from  the  king,  he  was  in  no  way  importunate  or  servile.  -But 
while  his  personal  character,  as  well  as  the  extraordinary  esteem 
in  which  he  was  held  by  all  his  contemporaries,  has  never  been 
seriously  contested,  critical  estimates  of  his  literary  work  have 
Strangely  varied.    To  his  own  age  he  was  the  '  Prince  of  Poets.' 
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His  successor,  Malheite,  behaved  to  him  as  cerlmn  popes  are 
reported  to  have  behaved  to  their  predecessors,  excommunicating 
htm  in  the  literary  sense.  Boileau,  with  his  usual  ignorance  of 
French  literature  before  his  own  day,  described  his  work  in  lines 
which  French  schoolboys  long  learnt  by  heart,  and  which  are 
as  false  in  fact  as  they  are  imbecile  in  criticism.  F^nclon  was  I 
almost  the  only  sincere  partisan  he  had  for  two  centuries.  But 
when  the  Romantic  movement  began  Ronsard  was  for  a  while 
almost  restored  to  the  position  he  held  in  his  lifetime,  and  his 
works  became  a  kind  of  Bible  to  the  disciples  of  Sainte-Beuve 
and  the  followers  of  Hugo.  The  strong  mediaeval  revival  which 
accompanied  the  movement  was  however  unfavourable  to  Ronsard, 
and  he  has  again  sunk,  though  not  very  low,  in  the  general  estima- 
tion of  French  critics.  The  history  is  carious,  and  as  a  literary 
phenomenon  instructive.  But  it  is  not  difficult  for  an  impartial 
judge  to  place  Ronsard  in  his  true  position.  His  main  defects  are 
two:  he  was  too  much  a  poet  of  malice  prepense,  and  yet  he  wrote 
on  the  whole  too  fluently.  The  mass  of  his  work  is  great,  and  it  is 
not  always,  nor  perhaps  very  often,  animated  by  those  unmistakable 
and  universal  poetical  touches  which  in  the  lon^  run  will  alone  suffice 
to  induce  posterity  to  keep  a  writer  on  its  shelf  of  great  poets. 
Yet  these  touches  are  by  no  means  wanting  in  Ronsard.  Many  of 
his  sonnets,  especially  the  faihous  and  universally  admired  '  Quand 
vous  serez  bien  vieille,'  not  a  few  of  his  odes,  especially  the  equally 
famous '  Mignonne,  albns  voir  si  la  rose,'  rank  among  those  poems 
of  which  it  can  only  be  said  that  they  could  not  be  better,  and 
detached  passages  innumerable  deserve  hardly  lower  praise.  But 
it  is  when  Ronsard  is  viewed  from  the  standpoint  of  a  thoroughly 
instructed  historical  criticism  that  his  real  greatness  appears.  It  is 
when  we  look  at  the  poets  that  came  before  him  and  at  those  who 
came  after  him  that  we  see  the  immense  benefit  he  conferred  upon 
his  successors,  and  upon  the  language  which  those  successors 
Illustrated.  The  result  of  his  classical  studies  was  little  less  than 
the  introduction  of  an  entirely  new  rhythm  into  French  poetry: 
let  it  be  observed  that  a  new  rhythm,  and  not  merely  new  metre,  is 
what  is  spoken  of.  Since  the  disuse  of  the  half-inarticulate  but  sweet 
rhythmical  varieties  of  the  mediaeval  pastourelles  and  i 
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a  great  monotony  had  come  upon  French  poetry.  The  fault  of 
the  artiiicial  forms  of  the  fourteenth,  6fleenth,  and  early  Eisteenth 
centuries,  the  ipiceries  of  Du  Bellay's  scornful  allusion,  was  that  they 
induced  their  writers  to  concentrate  their  attention  on  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  rhymes  and  stanzas,  to  the  neglect  of  the  individual 
Une,  the  rhythm  of  which  was  but  too  frequently  lame,  stiff,  and 
prosaic  in  the  extreme.  With  Marot  and  Saint  Gelais  the  introduc- 
tion of  less  formal  patterns,  dizains,  huitains,  etc.,  had  had  the  ad- 
ditional drawback  of  making  the  individual  verge  even  more  prosaic 
and  pedestrian,  though  it  may  be  somewhat  less  stiff.  Now  the  line 
is,  after  all,  the  unit  of  poetry,  and  all  reform  must  start  with  it.  It 
is  the  great  glory  of  Ronsard  that  his  reform  did  so  starL  From 
his  time  French  poetry  reads  quite  differently.  Perhaps  this  was  due 
to  his  study  of  the  Horatlan  quantity-metres,  where  every  syllable 
has  to  give  its  quota  to  the  effect  of  the  line  as  well  as  every  line 
its  quota  to  the  effect  of  the  stanza.  But  whether  it  was  this  or 
something  else,  the  effect  is  indisputable.  To  this  must  be  added 
a  liberal,  though  in  Ronsard's  own  case  not  excessive,  importation 
of  new  words  from  Greek  and  Latin,  a  bold  and  striking  mode  of 
expression,  the  retention  of  many  picturesque  old  words  which  the 
senseless  folly  of  the  seventeenth-century  reformers  banished,  and, 
above  all,  a  great  indulgence  in  diminutives,  which  give  a  most 
charming  effect  to  the  lighter  verse  of  Ronsard  and  his  friends,  and 
which  also  were  cut  off  by  the  indiscriminate  and  '  desperate  hook' 
of  Malherbe  and  Boileau.  So  great  were  the  formal  changes  and 
improvements  thus  introduced,  that  French  poetry  takes  a  new 
colour  from  the  age  of  Ronsard,  a  colour  which  in  its  moments 
of  health  it  has  ever  since  displayed. 

Next  to  Ronsard,  and  perhaps  above  him,  if  uniform  excellence 
rather  than  bulk  and  range  of  work  is  considered,  ranks  Joachim 
l>a  BelUT  ^'^  Bellay '.  He  was  a  connection,  though  it  4oes  not 
seem  quite  clear  what  connection,  of  the  Cardinal  du 
Bellay  to  whom  Rabelais  was  so  long  attached,  and  whose  house 
included  other  fllustrious  members.  Probably  he  was  a  cousin 
of  the  cardinal  aad  of  his  two  brothers  the  memoir  writers.  His 
youth  was  rendered  troublesome  by  illness  and  law  difficulties,  but 
*  £d.  Mar^-Laveaux.    i  vol;.    FanE,  1S66-7. 
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at  last  he  was  able  with  Ronsard,  whose  junior  he  was  by  a  Uttle, 
to  give  himself  up  to  study  under  Daurat.  His  prose  manifesto 
has  already  been  dealt  with,  and  almost  immediately  afterwards 
he  in  some  sort  anticipated  Ronsard's  poetical  carrying  out  of 
his  principles  by  a  volume  of  Sonmh  lo  Olive,  the  anagmm  of 
a  certain  Mademoiselle  de  Viole.  Thp  sonnet,  however,  was  not 
such  an  absolute  novelty  as  the  ode,  having  been  introduced 
already  by  Mellin  de  Saint  Gelais.  Shortly  afterwards  he  went  to 
Italy  with  the  Cardinal  du  Bellay,  a  proceeding  which  did  not 
bring  him  good  luck.  The  intriguing  diplomacy  of  the  papal 
court  displeased  him,  and  he  soon  lost  his  cousin's  favour.  A 
volume  of  sonnets  entitled  Regrets,  full  of  vigour  ajid  poetry,  dates 
from  this  time.  But  Du  Bellay,  deprived  of  the  protection  of  the 
most  powerful  member  of  his  family,  again  fell  into  difficulties,  and 
finally  died  in  1560  at  the  age  of  thirty-five.  His  Roman  sojourn 
has  given  birth  to  perhaps  (he  finest  of  his  works,  JJs  AntiquMs  de 
Rome,  Englished  by  Spenser  under  the  slightly  altered  title  of 
'  The  Ruins  of  Rome.'  Du  Beliay's  works  are  not  extensive,  and 
indeed  they  could  hardly  be  so,  considering  the  shortness  of  his  life 
and  the  interruptions  of  business  and  study  which  even  that  short 
life  underwent  But  he  is  undoubtedly  the  member  of  the  group 
whose  work  keeps  at  the  highest  level.  Nor  is  his  excellence 
limited  to  one  or  (wo  tones.  For  grace  and  simplicity  his  Vanneur, 
his  ipilaphe  i'uti  Chat,  and  several  others  of  his  Jeux  RusHques 
challenge  comparison.  He  had  a  strong  vein  of  satire,  which  he 
showed  in  denouncing  fawning  poetasters  as  well  as  the  corrupt 
and  intriguing  hangers  on  of  the  Papal  court.  His  sonnets  to 
Olive  have  the  finest  flavour  of  the  peculiarly  cultivated  and 
graceful  voluptuousness  which  has  been  noted  as  one  of  the  dis- 
tinguishing marks  of  the  French  Renaissance.  His  ArUiquitis  de 
Rome  exhibit  even  more  strongly  another  of  those  distinguishing 
marks,  the  melancholy  sense  Of  death,  destruction,  and  nothingness ; 
indeed,  as  the  Hiptameron  is  the  typical  prose  work  of  this  period, 
so  Du  Beliay's  poems  may  be  taken  as  its  typical  poetry.  He  has 
been  called  the  Apollo  of  the  Pl^iade,  but  he  should  with  justice 
be  called  its  Mercury  as  well,  for,  is  he  was  perhaps  its  best  poet, 
so  he  was  certainly  its  best  prose  writer.    It  is  unlucky  that  he 
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was  less  favoured  by  fate  and  fortune  than  any  other  of  the  greater 
writers  of  the  century. 

The  position  of  best  poet  of  the  Pl^iade — Ronsard,  the  greatest, 
having  mingled  a  good  deal  of  alloy  with  his  gold— has  been  some- 
.  times  disputed  for  R^my  Belleau',     It  is  certain  that 

his  '  Avril'  holds  with  Du  Bellay's  '  Vanneur'  and  Ron- 
sard's  already-mentioned  '  Quand  vous  serez  bien  vieille,'  the  rank 
of  the  best  known  and  best  liked  poems  of  the  school.  Belleau, 
whose  life  was  extremely  uneventful,  was  bom  at  Nogent-le-Rotrou 
in  r^aS,  and  was  attached  during  nearly  the  whole  of  his  life  to 
the  household  of  R^my  de  Lorraine,  Marquis  d'Elbeuf,  and  his  son 
Charles,  Due  d'Elbeuf,  whose  education  he  superintended  and  in 
whose  house  he  spent  his  days.  He  died  in  1577  and  received 
an  elaborate  funeral,  being  carried  to  the  grave  by  his  brother 
stars,  Ronsard  and  BaVf,  and  by  two  of  the  younger  disciples  of 
the  Fl^iade,  Desportes  and  Jamyn.  Belleau  was  the  chief  purely 
descriptive  poet  and  the  chief  poetical  translator  of  the  Pl^iade, 
He  began  by  a  collection  of  poems  entitled  Petiits  Invmliota 
(short  descriptive  pieces),  and  by  a  translation  of  Anacreon.  In 
1565  a  more  ambitious  work,  the  Bergerie,  made  its  appearance. 
This  is  a  mixture  of  prose  and  poetry,  describing  country  life  and 
its  attractions.  It  is  in  this  that  the  Yimous  'Avril'  occurs,  and 
there  are  other  detached  pieces  not  much  inferior.  In  1566 
another  rather  curiously  conceived  work  made  its  appearance,  the 
Amours  el  Nouviaux  Mchatigts  de  Pierres  Pr/cieuses.  As  a  whole 
this  is  perhaps  his  best  book.  Besides  these,  Belleau  also  trsuis- 
lated  or  paraphrased  the  Phenomena  of  Aratus,  EceUiiastes,  and 
the  Song  of  Solomon.  He  deserves  to  rank  with  not  a  few  poets 
who  have  often  attained  a  fair  secondary  position  in  the  art,  and 
whose  special  faculty  disposes  them  to  patient  and  ingenious 
description  in  more  or  less  poetical  verse.  The  stalely  and  at 
the  same  time  flexible  rhythm,  the  brilliant  and  varied  vocabulary 
which  the  Pl^iade  used,  lent  themselves  not  ill  to  this  task,  and 
Belleau's  talent,  leaning,  and  industry  enabled  him  to  give  an 
unusually  equable  charm  to  bis  work.  But  he  is  altogether  too 
occasional,  too  void  of  the  higher  poetical  sentiment,  and  too 
'  Ed.  GouvenwoT,    3  vols.     Paris,  1866. 
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limited  in  range,  to  be  ranked  with  Ronsard  or  with  Du  Bell^y. 
His  peculiar  quality  of  patient  labour  stood  him  in  good  stead  in 
compo^ng  a  Macaronic  poem  on  the  Huguenots,  which  is  by  no 
means  without  value. 

Jean  Antoine  de  Balf '  was  a  man  of  more  varied  talent  than 
Belleau,  and  his  history  and  personality  are  more 
interesting.  He  was  the  natural  son  of  Lazare  de 
BaVf,  French  ambassador  at  Venice,  and  of  a  noble  lady  of  that 
city.  Marriage  was  impossible,  for  Lazare  de  GaVf,  who  was  him- 
self a  man  of  letters,  was  in  orders ;  but  he  did  his  best  for  his  son, 
and  in  1547,  when  he  was  still  very  young,  left  him  a  considerable 
fortune.  BaVf  was,  except  Jodelle,  the  youngest  member  of  the 
Fl^tade,  but  he  early  distinguished  himself  by  his  expertness  in 
the  classical  languages.  He  began  in  French,  like  the  majority  of 
his  school,  with  a  collection  of  sonnets  and  other  pieces,  entitled 
Let  Amours  de  Meline,  and  he  followed  them  up  with  the  Amours 
de  Francine.  Francine  is  said  to  have  had  over  her  predecessor 
the  advantage  or  disadvantage  of  existing.  Baif  then  turned  to  the 
new  theatre,  which  his  comrade  Jodelle  had  introduced,  and  trans- 
lated or  adapted  several  plays  of  Plautus,  Terence,  and  Sophocles, 
but  these  will  be  noticed  elsewhere.  He  returned  to  poet»y  proper 
in  Les  Passe-Temps,  a  poetical  miscellany  of  merit.  Lastly,  in  1581, 
appeared  a  curious  work,  entitled  Les  Mimes,  composed  of  octo- 
syllabic dizains,  half-moral,  half- satirical  in  tone  and  subject.  BaVf, 
who  was  thought  by  some  of  his  contemporaries  to  write  even 
better  in  Latin  than  in  French,  was  a  chief  defender  of  the  often- 
mooted  thougii  preposterous  plan  of  adjusting  modern  languages 
to  the  exact  metres  of  the  ancients.  This  idea,  which  some- 
what later  seduced  no  less  a  man  than  Spenser  for  a  time,  and 
with  him  many  of  the  brightest  wits  in  England,  is  perhaps  almost 
more  hopeless  in  French  than  in  our  own  tongue,  owing  lo  the 
omnipotence  of  accent  and  the  habit  of  slurring  almost  all  the 
syllables  of  a  word  except  one.  But  it  was  frequenUy  entertained 
at  different  times  through  the  century,  and  is  said  by  Agrippa 
d'Aubign^  to  have  been  started  as  early  as  1530  by  a  cerlaii> 

'  Edited  (5  vols.,  Paris,  1885-90)  in  the  complete  PUiade  of  l.einerre.    lo 
selection  by  Becii  de  Fooqniiies.     FuU,  1874. 


178  The  Renaissance.  [Bk.  n. 

Mousset,  of  whom  there  is  no  other  trace,  BaVf,  who  was  also  a 
spelling  reformer,  wrote  a  good  deal  of  verse  in  the  metres  he 
advocated,  but  with  no  greater  success  than  the  other  adventurous 
persons  who  have  attempted  the  same  tour  dt  force.  He  is  also  said 
to  have  conceived  the  idea  of  an  Academy,  and  to  have  in  many  other 
ways  shown  himself  an  active  and  anient  reformer  of  letters.  It  is  for 
this  alertness  of  spirit  and  general  profjciency  in  literary  craftsman- 
ship that  Barf  is  memorable,  rather  than  for  supreme  or  even  re- 
markable poetical  power.  His  epitaphs  are  among  his  best  work, 
probably  owing  to  his  careful  study  of  the  hardly-to-be- surpassed 
examples  of  this  kind  of  composition  which  the  classical  languages 
afford.  He  was  a  diligent  panegyrist  of  country  life  and  country 
ways,  but  no  single  work  of  his  in  this  class  comes  up  to  the 
masterpieces  of  Ronsard,  Du  Bellay,  and  Belleau.  Range,  variety, 
and  inventiveness  of  spirit  are  Ba'iTs  chief  merits. 

The  three  remaining  members  of  the  group  may  be  disposed  of 
more  rapidly.     Daurat,  the  eldest,  and  in  a  sense  the 

Jodelle^  master  of  all,  was,  as  far  as  regards  French  composi- 
PontoH  de  tion,  the  dark  star  of  the  Pl^iade,  for  he  wrote  nothing 
^  of  importance  in    the   vernacular.      Jodelle   was   a 

yoluminpus  writer,  but  his  dramatic  importance  so  far  exceeds  his 
merely  poetical  value  that  he  will  be  best  treated  of  when  we  come 
to  discuss  the  Theatre  of  the  Renaissance.  A  somewhat  curious 
instance  of  his  poetical  energy  is  to  be  found  in  his  unfinished, 
indeed  hardly  begun,  Conlre-Amours.  All  the  rest  had  started 
with  a  volume  of  verse  in  praise  of  some  real  or  imaginary  mis- 
tress, so  Jodelle  determined  to  write  one  against  an  unkind  lady. 
The  seventh  member  of  the  PI4iade,  Pontus  de  Tyard,  was  the  eldest 
save  Daurat,  the  longest-lived  and  the  highest  in  station,  white  he 
was  also  in  a  way  the  most  original,  having  published  his  first  book 
before  the  appearance  of  the  Dtfense  ef  Illustration.  He  was  bom 
at  Bissy,  near  Macon,  and,  having  been  appointed  Bishop  of  Chalon, 
died  in  1603,  last  of  the  group.  Poetry  was  only  part  of  his 
literary  occupations,  and  literary  work  itself  by  no  means  absorbed 
him.  But  his  Erreurs  Amoureuses,  addressed  to  a  certain  Pasilh^e, 
and  other  works,  give  him  fair  rank  in  the  school.  He  has  been 
erroneously  credited   with   the   introduction  of  the  sonnet  into 
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France,  an  honour  which  is  probably  due,  as  has  b«en  more  than 
once  observed,  to  Saint  Gelais.  But  if  he  did  not  introduce  ihe 
form,  he  at  least  <;ontributed  one  of  its  most  striking  examples  in 
his  beautiful  Sonnet  to  *  Sleep,'  a  favourite  subject  of  the  age  both 
in  France  and  England. 

The  Pl^iade  proper  by  no  means  monopolised  all  the  poetical 
talent  of  the  period.  Indeed,  there  can  be  no  surer  testimony  to 
the  real  strength  of  the  movement  than  the  universal  adherence 
which  was  given  to  its  methods  by  those  who  were  in  no  sense 
bound  to  it  by  personal  connection.  A  second  Pl^iade  might 
be  made  up  of  members  who  had  almost  as  much  poetical 
talent  as  the  actual  titular  stars.  Magny,  Tahureau,  Du  Bartas, 
D'Aubign^,  Desportes,  Bertaut,  had  each  of  them  talent  not  far 
inferior  to  that  of  Du  Bellay  and  of  Ronsard,  and  equal  to  that 
of  the  five  minor  members.  Garnler  was  immensely  Jodelle's 
superior  in  his  own  line.  Jamyn,  Durant,  Passerat,  the  two  La 
Tallies,  Vauquelin  de  la  Fresnaye,  even  La  Bo^tie,  who  had,  as 
far  as  can  be  made  out,  far  more  vocation  in  poetry  than  in  prose, 
are  names  at  least  equal  to  those  of  Pontus  de  Tyard  or  BaVf.  But 
they  did  not  form  part  of  the  energetic  coterit  who  started  and 
pushed  the  movement,  and  so  they  have  lacked  the  reputation  which 
the  combined  and  successful  effort  of  the  Seven  has  given  them. 
Yet  Du  Bartas  is  the  one  French  poet  of  the  sixteenth  century 
who  wrote  a  poem  on  the  great  scale  with  success,  and  D'Aubign^ 
ranks  with  Regnier  and  Victor  Hugo  in  the  strength  and  vigour 
of  his  verse. 

Olivier  de  Magny  •  was  a  kind  of  pelted  child  of  the  PMiade. 
His  Amours  are  prefaced  by  commendatory  verses, 
among  which  compositions  of  four  out  of  the  seven — 
Ronsard,  BaVf,  Belleau  and  Jodelle — figure,  and  he  was  as  strenuous 
in  carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  Du  Bella/s  IlluUratim  as 
any  of  the  seven  themselves.  His  Amoun  just  mentioned,  his  Odes, 
his  GayeUs  even,  testify  to  the  obedient  admiration  which  young 
verse-writers  often  show  for  the  leading  poets  of  their  day.  But 
there  is  no  servile  imitation  in  Magny.  [lis  life  was  shori,  and  the 
dates  of  its  beginning  and  ending  are  not  exactly  known,  though 
'  Ed.  Conrbet,  5  vols.,  Paris,  v.  d. 
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he  died  in  1 560.  He  was  a  lover  of  Louise  LaW,  and  was  worthy 
of  her,  poetically  speaking.  He  was  bom,  like  Marot,  at  Cahors ; 
he  went  to  Rome,  like  many  other  literary  men  of  his  time,  on  a 
diplomatic  errand ;  and  his  works  were  all  published  between  1553 
and  his  death.  The  Odu  are  the  best  of  them ;  the  GayeUs  are 
light  and  lively  enough ;  and  in  both  his  volumes  of  sonnets, 
but  especially  in  the  Soupirs,  excellent  examples  of  the  form  are  to 
be  found.  Magny  had  a  strong  feeling  for  the  formal  art  of  poetry, 
and  it  was  thus  natural  that  he  should  eagerly  embrace  the  gospel 
of  Ronsard.  But  besides  this,  he  had  a  true  poetical  imagination, 
and  a  real  command  of  poetical  language.  A  sonnet  in  dialogue, 
which  greatly  attracted  the  admiration  of  Colletet,  the  historian  of 
French  poetry  in  the  next  age,  is  perhaps  not  much  more  than  a 
lour  ie  force.  But  many  of  his  other  pieces  show  real  feeling,  and 
have  a  certain  youthfulness  about  them  which  suits  well  with  the 
sentiments  they  express,  and  the  ardour  of  literary  as  well  as 
amatory  devotion  which  the  poet  endeavours  to  convey. 

Still  younger  and  probably  still  more  short-lived,  but  superior  as 
_  ,  a  poet,  was  Jacques  Tahureau'.     He  was  born  at  Le 

TmorOfta.  r         '  V       -1 

Mans  of  a  noble  family,  and  died  at  the  age  of  twenty- 
eight.  But  his  life,  if  short,  was  a  happy  one,  and,  like  most  of  his 
contemporaries,  he  published  a  volume  of  amatory  sonnets  under 
the  title,  graceliilly  affected  even  for  that  age  of  graceful  affecta- 
tion, of  Mignardises  Amoureuses  de  I'Admir/e.  Unlike  many  of 
the  heroines  of  the  Pl^iade  and  their  satellites,  who  are  either 
known  or  shrewdly  suspected  to  have  been  imaginary,  the  Admirde 
of  Tahureau  was  a  real  person.  What  is  more,  he  married  her,  and 
they  lived  together  for  three  years  before  his  early  death.  Before 
the  Mignardises,  he  had  published  a  Premier  Recueil,  and  after 
them  he  produced  a  third  volume  of  odes,  sonnets,  etc  All  three 
display  the  same  peculiarities,  and  these  peculiarities  are  sufficiently 
remarkable.  Tahureau  was  named  by  the  flattery  and  the  classical 
fancies  of  his  contemporaries  the  French  Catullus,  and  the  parallel 
is  not  so  rash  as  might  be  thought.  It  is  true  that  it  came  originally 
from  I>u  Bellay  in  one  of  his  satirical  veins.  But  a  later  poetical 
critic,  Vauquelin  de  la  Fresnaye,  is  more  precise  in  his  description, 
'  Ed,  Blanchenmiii.     a  V0I3.    Geneva,  1869. 


and  oddly  enough  uses  the  very  tenn  which  was  afterwards  applied 
in  England  to  Shakespeare's  youthful  sonnets.      Tahureau,  he 

says : — 

Nout  affriaiula  Ions  au  lacie  de  cet  ait 

The  author  of  the  Mignardises  is  indeed  somewhat '  sugared '  in 
his  style  of  writing ;  but  there  are  genuine  passion  and  genuine 
poetical  feeling  as  well  in  his  vetse.  Of  the  minor  poets  of  the  time 
he  is  probably  (he  best. 

Before  noLicing  the  four  remaining  poets  who  have  been 
mentioned  as  occupying  the  highest  places  next  to  the  Fl^iade 
itself,  a  brief  review  of  the  minor  poets  until  the  end  Minor 
of  the  century  may  be  given.  £tienne  de  la  Boetie  EoM»rdl«t». 
wrote  poems  which,  though  they  have  some  of  the  stiffness  and  a 
little  of  the  hollowness  of  his  Conlre-un,  possess  a  certain  grandeur  of 
sentiment  and  a  knack  of  diction  other  than  commonplace,  which 
explain  Montaigne's,  admiration.  Claude  Buttet  is  chiefly  re- 
markable for  having  made  a  curious  attempt  to  combine  the 
classicism  of  the  new  school  with  the  romanticism  of  the  old. 
He  wrote  Sapphics  in  rhyme,  an  idea  sufficiently  ingenious,  but 
hardly  successful  Yet  it  is  fair  to  remember  that  some  of  the 
varieties  of  Leonine'verse  lacked  neither  force  nor  elegance. 
The  truth  is,  that  these  classic  metres  are  so  alien  to  all  modem 
tongues,  that,  rhymed  or  unrhyraed,  they  are  doomed  to  failure, 
jean  de  la  Peruse  was,  like  Magny  and  Tahureau,  a  poet  who 
died  before  he  had  reached  his  term.  At  twenty-five  few  men 
have  left  lasting  works.  Yet  La  Peruse  not  only  produced  a 
tragedy  of  some  merit,  but  minor  poems  promising  more.  Jean 
Doublet  was  a  much  older  man,  and  is  chiefly  noticeable  as  an 
example  of  the  writers  who,  beginning  with  Marot,  or  even  with 
Cretin,  and  the  Rh^tortqueurs  for  models,  bowed  to  the  over- 
mastering influence  of  the  Pl^iade.  Docility  of  this  kind,  however, 
rarely  prcnnises  much  poetical  worth,  and  Doublet  was  not  a  great 
poet ;  but  his  poems,  which  have  had  better  fortune  in  the  way  of 
reprints  than  those  of  greater  men,  show  power  of  versification. 

Amadis  Jamyn  was  a  somewhat  more  distinguished  poet  than 
those  who  have  just  been  mentioned.  Bom  in  1540,  he  came  to 
Paris,  when  the  triumph  and  supremacy  of  Ronsard  was  completely 
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assured,  and  was  taken  under  the  protection  of  the  Prince  of  Poets. 
He  was  also  honoured,  as  we  have  seen,  by  being'  allowed  to  stand 
by  the  side  of  Ronsard,  of  Balf,  of  Desporles,  at  the  funeral  of 
R^my  Belleau.  He  translated  the  last  twelve  books  of  the  Iliad  to 
complete  Salel,  and  bsgan  a  translation  of  the  Odyssey ;  besides 
which  he  wrote  a  poem  on  the  Chase,  another  on  Generosity,  and, 
like  everybody  else  at  the  time,  abundance  of  miscellaneous  pieces. 
He  was  a  good  scholar,  and  there  was  more  ease  in  his  verse  than 
is  usually  to  be  found  in  his  contemporaries  (save  the  greatest  of 
them),  who  too  often  allowed  their  classical  studies  to  stiffen  and 
starch  their  verse.  Another  admirable  poet,  though  of  no  great 
compass,  was  the  dramatist  Gr^vin.  His  Villamsques,  a  modified 
form  of  the  favourite  Villanelle,  which  had  survived  the  other 
/piceries  condemned  by  Du  Bellay,  are  singularly  graceful  and 
tender,  epithets  which  are  also  applicable  to  his  Baisers.  The 
brothers  La  Taille  also,  like  Gr^vin,  are  chiefly  known  as  dramatists. 
Jean  de  la  Taille,  though  but  a  boy  of  ten  years  old  when  the 
style  Maroligue  was  swept  out  of  fashion,  had  sufficient  inde- 
pendence to  compose  Masons  (and  very  pretty  ones)  of  the  daisy 
and  the  rose.  Others  of  his  poems  have  mediaeval  forms  or  set- 
tings, but  he  imitated  Ronsard  in  his  Mori  de  Paris,  and  Du  Bellay 
in  his  Courtisan  Reliri.  The  works  of  Jacques  de  la  Taille,  who 
died  young,  were  chiefly  epigrams.  Guy  du  Faur  de  Pibrac  wrote 
moral  quatrains,  which  had  a  great  vogue,  and  which  in  a  way 
deserved  it.  Nicolas  Rapin  was,  with  the  exception  of  Passerat, 
the  chief  of  the  poets  of  the  M/nipp^e,  a  remarkable  group,  who  will 
be  noticed  further  when  we  come  to  that  singular  production. 
But  Passerat  himself  deserves  more  notice  than  simply  as  a  political 
satirist  and  a  famous  Latin  scholar.  Of  all  the  poets  of  the 
sixteenth  century  before  Regnier  and  after  Marot,  Passerat  was 
the  one  who  possessed  most  comic  talent.  His  works  are  full  of 
liltle  touches  which  exhibit  this,  while  at  the  same  time. he  was  a 
master  of  the  graceful  love  of  poetry  which  imitation  of  the  ancients 
had  made  fashionable.  His  Villanelle  'J'ai  perdu  ma  Tour- 
terelle '  is  probably  the  most  elegant  specimen  of  a  poetical  trifle 
that  the  age  produced,  and  has  of  late  years  attracted  great 
admiration.     Vauquelin  de  la  Fresnaye,  a  lawyer,  the  author  of  an 
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Art  of  Poetr)-,  and  of  the  first  satires,  so  called,  in  French,  had  a 
good  deal  of  poetical  power,  which  he  expended  chiefly  on  pastoral 
subjects;  but  unfortunately  his  command  of  language  and  style 
was  by  no  means  always  equal  to  his  command  of  fresh  and 
agreeable  imagery  and  sentiment. 

GuiDaume  de  Saluste  dn  Bartas',  the  'Protestant  Ronsard,'  was 
born  in  1544  at  Montfort,  near  Auch,  served  Henry  BartM. 

of  Navarre  in  war  and  diplomacj*,  was  wounded  at 
Ivry,  and  died  of  his  wounds  in  1590.  His  first  work  was/wA/A,- 
then  followed  La  Premiire  Semaine,  and  next  Uranit,  Lt  2'riomphe 
de  la  Foi,  and  the  Secondt  Semaine.  He  also  wrote  numerous 
smaller  poems,  including  one  on  the  battle  of  Ivry.  The  'First 
Week  of  Creation '  is  bis  greatest  and  most  famous  work.  It 
went  through  thirty  editions  in  a  few  years ;  was  translated  into 
English  by  Sylvester,  gave  not  a  little  inspiration  to  Milton,  and 
was  warmly  admired  by  Goethe.  Ronsard  at  first  eagerly  welcomed 
Du  Bartas ;  but  his  jealousy  being  aroused  by  the  pretensions  of 
the  Calvinist  party  to  set  up  their  poet  as  a  rival  to  himself,  he 
resented  this  in  an  indignant  and  vigorous  address  10  Daurat,  which 
contains  some  very  just  criticisms  on  Du  Bartas.  Nevertheless  the 
merits  of  the  latter  are  extremely  great,  and  his  personage  and 
work  very  interesting.  It  has  been  said  of  him  that  he  represents, 
in  the  first  place,  the  extreme  development  of  the  Ronsardising 
innovation;  in  the  second  place,  the  highest  literary  culture 
attained  by  the  French  Calvinists.  Inferior  to  D'Aubign^  in 
knowledge  of  the  world,  in  the  choice  of  subjects  perennially 
interesting,  and  in  terse  vigour  of  expression,  Du  Bartas  was  Ihe 
superior  of  the  great  Protestant  satirist  in  picturesqueness,  in 
imagination,  and  in  facility  of  descriptive  power.  The  stately  and 
gorgeous  abundance  of  the  vocabulary  with  which  the  Hellenising 
and  Latinising  innovations  of  the  P16iade  enriched  the  French  lan- 
guage supplied  him  with  colours  and  material  (o  work  with,  and 
his  own  genius  did  the  rest  His  attempt  to  naturalise  Greek 
compounds,  such    as  '  Aime-Lyre,'  '  Donne- Ame,'  and   the   rest, 

'  Du  Bartas.  always  unjustly  treated  in  France,  probably  from  a  curious 
tradition  of  mingled  sectarian  and  literary  jealousy,  has  nol  been  reprinted  of 
late  years.    Tlie  edition  u$ei]  is  tha,(  ot  1610-1611.    Paris,  1  vols,  folio. 
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has  done  him  more  harm  ihan  anything  else ;  but  his  combination 
of  classical  learning,  with  the  varied  colour  and  vivid  imagination 
of  the  middle  age  and  the  Renaissance,  often  results  in  estra- 
ordinarily  striking  expressions.  L'Eschim  azur^e,  for  instance, 
is  a  singularly  picturesque,  if  also  somewhat  barbaric,  reminiscence 
o(  tipia  virra  eakaavTii:  the  enforcement  of  the  idea  of  Awa  ntw/fjjVsa 
(impora ptssima  in  the  four  following  lines  is  admirable: — 

Nos  execrables  mceuis.  dedans  Gcimorrhe  apprises, 
Les  troubl^es  saisons,  lea  civiles  fureuts, 
Les  menaces  du  del,  soat  les  avant-coureurs 
De  Christ,  qui  vient  lenii  ses  demiires  assises, 

In  such  a  passage  again  as  the  following,  the  power  and  sim- 
plicity of  the  diction  can  escape  no  reader;  the  piling  up  of  the 
strokes  is  worthy  of  Victor  Hugo : — 

Les  eioiles  cherront.  Le  desordre,  la  nuict, 
La  frayeur,  le  trespas,  la  tempesle,  le  bruit, 
Entietont  en  quaitier. 

All  that  was  wanting  to  make  Du  Bartas  a  poet  of  the  first  rank 
was  some  faculty  of  self-criticism ;  of  natural  vervs  and  imagination 
as  well  as  of  erudition  he  had  no  lack,  but  iw  critical  faculty  he 
seems  to  have  been  totally  deficient.  His  beauties,  rare  in  kind 
and  not  small  in  amount,  are  alloyed  with  vast  quantities  of  dull 
absurdity. 

Agrippa  d'Aubign^ '  (i  550-1 630)  was  Du  Bartas'  junior,  and  long 
,  outlived  him.  He  was  an  important  prose-writer  as 
well  as  poet,  and  his  long  life  was  as  full  of  interesting 
events  as  of  literary  occupations.  At  six  years  old  he  read  Latin, 
Greek,  and  Hebrew ;  a  year  or  two  later  his  father  made  him 
swear,  in  presence  of  the  gibbeted  corpses  of  the  unsuccessful 
conspirators  of  Amboise,  to  revenge  their  death.  Shortly  afterwards 
he  narrowly  escaped  the  stake.  For  a  lime  he  dwelt  with  Henry 
of  Navarre  at  the  court  of  Charles  IX.,  and  there  thoroughly 
imbued  himself  with  the  Ronsardising  tradition.  But  he  soon 
escaped  with  his  master,  and  for  years  was  a  Calvinist  irrecon- 
cileable,  always  for  war  to  the  knife,  and  as  rude  and  bold  in  the 

'  Ed.  Riaume  and  de  Caussade.  6  vols.  Paiis,  1873-93.  This  does  not  in- 
clude Eiii  Hisleir<  UnivcrsiUe,  which  has  however  been  repiiated  (Paris,  1SS6). 
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council  chamber  as  in  the  field.  The  death  of  his  master  was 
unfortunate  foi  D'Aubign^;  but,  though  he  at  first  opposed  the 
regency  of  Marie  de  Medicis,  he  made  terms  for  himself.  The 
publication,  however,  of  his  '  History '  brought  enemies  on  him, 
and  he  fled  to  Geneva,  finishing  his  days  there.  His  prose  works 
are  too  numerous  to  mention  separately;  the  chief  besides  his  his- 
tories' are  the  Confession  de  Saniy  and  the  Avtnlures  du  Baron  de 
FixnesU,  both  satirical  in  character  and  full  of  vigour.  He  began  as 
a  poet  by  poems  in  the  lighter  Pl^iade  style,  but  his  masieqjiece  is 
Les  Tragi^uts  {1616,  but  written  and  known  much  earlier,  prfibably 
before  1590),  Its  seven  books  hold  nearly  ten  thousand  lines,  and 
are  entitled  Misirts,  Princts,  La  Chambre  Dor^e,  Les  Feux,  Les  Pert, 
Vengeance,  Jugement.  The  poem  is  half  historical  and  half  satirical, 
dealing  with  the  religious  wars,  the  persecution  of  the  Huguenots, 
the  abuses  of  the  administration,  and  of  contemporary  manners,  etc. 
Nothing  equal  to  the  best  verses  of  this  singular  book  had  yet 
been  seen  in  France,  and  not  much  equal  to  them  has  been  pro- 
duced since.  The  tone  of  sombre  and  impressive  declamation 
had  been  to  some  extent  anticipated  by  Du  Barias,  but  chiefly  for 
purposes  of  description.  D'Aubign6  turned  it  to  its  natural  use 
in  invective,  and  the  effect  is  often  extraordinarily  fine.  Very 
copious  citation  would  be  necessary  to  show  its  excellence:  but 
before  Victor  Hugo  there  is  nothing  in  French  equal  to  D'Aubign^ 
at  his  best  in  point  of  clangour  of  sound  and  impetuosity  of 
thjthm.  It  is  noteworthy  thnt  Du  Barias'  Semaine,  with  the 
Tragiques  and  the  tragedies  of  Gamier,  finally  established  the  Alex- 
andrine as  the  indispensable  metre  for  seiious  and  impassioned 
poetry  in  France.  Hitherto  the  decasyllable  and  the  dodeca- 
syllable  had  been  used  indiscriminately,  and  Ronsard's  Franciade 
is  written  in  the  former.  But  after  the  three  poets  just  mentioned, 
the  Alexandrine  became  invariable ;  the  decasyllable  being  left  for 
light  and  occasional  work,  as  a  sort  of  medium  in  usage  as  in 
bulk  between  the  Alexandrine  and  the  octosyllable.  The  truth 
is  that,  until  the  improvements  of  language  and  style  which  the 
I'l^iade  had  introduced,  the  Alexandrine  couplet  had  not  had 
either  suppleness  or  dignity  enough  for  the  work.  It  was  lumber- 
ing and   disjointed.    As   soon,  however,  as  the  classical  turn, 
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inseparable  from  a  specially  classical  metre,  had  been  given  to 
the  language,  it  at  once  took  its  place  and  has  ever  since  kept 
it,  though  in  the  century  succeeding  it  was  deprived  of  much  of 
its  force  by  arbitrary  rules. 

The  lines  of  Boileau  condemning  Ronsard'  have  inseparably 
connected  Desportes  and  Bertaut,  and  have  given  them  a. posi- 
tion in  literaiy  history  which  is  as  intrinsically  inaccurate  as  it  is 
unduly  high.  Neither  approaches  Du  Bartas  or  D'Aubign^  in 
poetical  excellence  or  in  adroit  carrying  out  of  Ronsardism.  But 
neither  was  in  the  least  made  reienu  by  Ronsard's  failure,  and  it 
did  not  enter  the  head  of  themselves  or  any  of  their  contemporaries, 
till  their  last  days,  that  Ronsard  had  failed.  Philippe  Desportes' 
„  ,  was  a  very  unclerical  cleric,  a  successful  courtier  and 
diplomatist,  a  great  favourite  with  the  ladies  of  the 
court.  He  was  also  a  po«t  of  little  vigour,  but  of  great  sweetness, 
much  elegance  of  style  and  form,  and  extraordinary  neatness,  if 
not  originality,  of  expression.  With  Jamyn  he  was  the  most  pro- 
minent of  Ronsard's  own  particular  disciples.  His  poetical  works 
are  sharply  divided,  like  those  of  Herrick  and  Donne  and  some 
other  poets,  on  the  one  hand,  into  poems  of  a  very  mundane 
character,  collections  of  sonnets  after  the  Pl^iade  fashion  to  real 
or  imaginary  heroines,  celebrations  of  the  ladies  and  the  mignons  of 
the  court  of  Henri  III.,  imitations  of  Italian  verse,  and  the  hke  ;  on 
the  other,  into  devotional  poems,  which  include  some  translations 
of  the  Psalms  of  not  a  little  merit.  Personally  Desportes  appears 
to  have  been  a  self-seeker  and  a  sycophant;  not  without  good 
nature,  but  covetous,  intriguing,  corrupt,  given  to  base  compliances. 
He  was  Du  Bellay's  poUle  courtisan  in   the  worst  sense  of  the 

'  Here  are  these  celebrated  lines : — 

Ronsard,  qui  le  suiviC,  par  une  antre  m^thode 
R^lant  tout,  brouiUa  tout,  lit  un  art  ^  sa  mode, 
Et  todterois  longtemps  eut  un  heureui  destin. 
Mais  sa  mnse  en  Franfais  parlant  dec  ct  Latin 
Vit  dans  I'Sge  suivanl,  par  un  retour  grotesque, 
Tomber  de  ses  grands  mots  le  faste  p^antesque. 
Ce  poite  oTgueilleux,  tt^buchi  de  si  haul, 
Rendit  puis  retenua  Desportes  et  Bertanl. 

AH  Foil.,  Chant  I, 

•  Ed.  Midiiels.    Paris,  1858. 
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phrase '.  But  working  at  leisure  and  with  care,  and  undistracted 
by  any  literary  or  sentimental  enthusiasm,  he  found  means  to 
give  to  his  work  a  polish  and  correctness  which  many  of  his 
contemporaries  of  greater  talent  did  not,  or  could  not,  give.  In 
this  fact  the  explanation  of  Boileau's  commendation — for  it  is  no 
doubt  meant,  relatively  speaking,  for  commendation — is  probably 
to  be  found. 

Jean  fiertaut  was,  to  use  a  metaphor  frequently  employed 
in  literary  history,  the  'moon'  of  Desportes.  Like  --_,. 
him,  he  is  a  poet  rather  elegant  than  vigorous,  rather 
correct  than  spirited.  Like  him,  he  wrote  light  verae  and  de- 
votional poems,  and,  as  in  the  case  of  Desportes,  the  religious 
poems  are — rather  contrary  to  the  reader's  expectation — the  best 
of  the  two.  His  work,  however,  was  even  more  limited  in  amount 
than  that  of  his  contemporary. 

'  He  was  not  a  couttier  for  nothing.  He  held  numerona  abbacies,  and 
Charles  IX.  is  said  to  have  given  him  Soo  gold  pieces,  Henri  HI.  I0,ooa 
crowns  of  silver,  in  each  case  for  a  poetical  oflering  of  very  small  balk. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

THE  THEATRE   FROM   GRINGORE   TO  GARNIEE. 

It  so  happened  that  the  mediaeval  theatre  closed,  as  far  as  its 
exclusive  possession  of  the  stage  is  concerned,  with  one  of  the 
most  remarkable  of  all  its  writers.  Pierre  Gringore', 
who  towards  the  close  of  his  career  preferred  the 
spelling  Gringoire,  was  a  Norman  by  birth.  His  poetical  and 
dramatic  capacity  has  been  considerably  exaggerated  by  the  learned 
but  crotchety  scholar  who  was  at  first  charged  with  the  joint 
editorship  of  his  works  in  the  Bibliolhbque  Elz^virienne.  But, 
when  the  hyperboles  of  M.  Charles  d'H^ricault  are  reduced  to 
their  simplest  terms,  Gringore  remains  a  remarkable  figure.  It  is 
to  him  that  we  owe  the  only  complete  and  really  noteworthy 
tetralogy,  composed  of  cry^  sotie,  morality,  and  farce,  which  exists 
to  show  the  final  result  of  the  mediaeval  play — the  Jeu  du  Prince 
dts  Sols,  To  him  is  also  due  the  most  remarkable  of  the  six- 
teenth-century mysteries,  that  of  Saini  Louis;  and  his  miscel- 
laneous poems,  as  yel  not  fully  collected,  show  us  a  man  of  letters 
possessed  of  no  small  faculty  for  miscellaneous  work.  Gringore 
first  emerges  as  a  pamphleteer  in  verse,  on  the  side  of  the  policy 
of  Louis  XII.  He  held  the  important  position  of  mere  so/te  in 
the  company  of  persons  who  charged  themselves  with  playing  the 
sotie,  and  Louis  perceived  the  advantages  which  he  might  gain  by 
enlisting  such  a  writer  on  his  side.  Gringore's  early  works  are 
allegorical  poems  of  the  kind  which  the  increasing  admiration  of 
the  Roman  de  la  Rose,  joined  to  the  practice  of  the  Rh^toriqueurs, 
had  made  fashionable  in  France;  but  they  are  directly  political  in 

■  Ed.  HJiicault,  Moalaiglon,  and  Rothschild,    i  voU.    Puis,  133S-1877. 
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tone,  and  an  undercurrent  of  dramatic  intention  is  always  manifest 
in  them.  Lis  folks  Enlreprtses  is  a  very  remarkable  work.  It 
might  be  described  as  a  series  of  monologues  of  the  kind  usual 
and  akeady  described,  but  continuons,  and  having  the  independent 
parts  bound  to  each  other  by  speeches  of  the  author  in  propria 
persona.  The  titles  of  the  separate  sections — L' Entreprtst  des  folz 
Orguiilltux,  R^fexims  dt  VAuteur  mr  la  Guerre  S lialie,  le  Blasait 
dt  Pratique,  Baladi  el  Supplication  h  la  Vierge  Marie  (ef  se  peult 
Interpriler  sur  la  Rtyne  de  France),  etc. — explain  the  plan  of  this 
curious  book  as  well  as  any  laboured  analysis  could  do.  The 
author  takes  what  he  considers  to  be  the  chief  grievances  in 
Church  and  State,  and  dilates  upon  them  in  the  manner,  half 
moralising,  half  allegoric,  which  was  popular.  An  argument  of 
Les  follti  En/reprises  vioald,  however,  require  considerabl|  space. 
It  enters  into  the  most  recondite  theological  questions,  and  of  its 
general  tone  the  heading  of  the  last  chapter  tells  as  good  a  story 
as  anything  else  can  do ;  '  Comme  le  tr^s-chrestien  roy  et  Justice 
relevent  Foy  qui  estait  abattu  par  Eichesse  et  Papelardise.*  Other 
works  of  the  same  semiF dramatic,  semi-poetical  kind  are  even 
more  directly  political  in  substance :  .Let  Enlreprtut  dt  Venise ;  La 
Chasu  du  Cerfdes  Cerfs  (Pope  Julius),  etc.  Sometimes,  as  in  Za 
Cogueluckt,  the  author  becomes  a  simple  chronicler  describing 
incidents  of  his  time.  Indeed  it  would  hardly  be  an  exaggeration 
to  describe  Gringore's  work  as  the  result  of  a  kind  of  groping 
after  journalism  condemned  by  the  circumstances  of  the  Ijme  to 
the  most  awkward  and  inappropriate  form.  In  bis  definitely 
dramatic  work  the  same  practical  tendency  reappears.  The  te- 
tralogy is  of  a  directly  politico-social  kind.  The  cry,  a  summons 
in  ironical  terms  to  sots  of  all  kinds  to  come  and  hear  their  lesson ; 
the  sotie,  an  audacious  satire  on  the  state  of  things ;  the  morality, 
in  which  the  very  names  of  the  personages — Peuple  Fran9ois, 
Peuple  Italique,  Divine  Pungnicion,  etc. — speak  for  themselves, 
all  show  this  tendency ;  and  even  the  bonne  louche  at  the  end,  the 
farce  (which  is  altogether  too  Rabelaisian  in  subject  for  descrip- 
tion here),  seems  to  illustrate  the  motto — a  very  practical  one — '  II 
faut  cultiver  son  jardin.'  Less  directly  the  same  purpose  can  be 
traced   in   the   Myslere  dt  Monseigneur  Saint  Lays.     This   is  a 
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picture  of  the  ideal  patriot  king  doing  judgment  and  justice,  and 
serving  God  by  his  voyages  over  sea,  and  Jiis  punishments  of 
blasphemers  and  loose  livers  at  home. 

The  first  two  quarters,  and  especially  the  first  quarter,  of  the 

The  last  Am  *^^""^''y  contributed  plentifully  to  the  list  of  mysteries, 

of  the       moralities,  and  farces.     The  dates  of  the  latter  are 

HediooTsl    not  easy  to   ascertain,  and  it  is  probable  that  most 

*'   *'     of  them  are  older  than  the  present  period.    The  taste 

for  very  lengthy  mysteries   and  moralities,  however,  had  by  no 

means   died   out,    and   some  of  the   mysteries,  notably  those  of 

Antoine  Chevallet,  are  of  considerable  merit     To  the  sixteenth 

century  too  belongs  what  is  probably  the  longest  of  all  moralities, 

that  on  The  Jmt  and  Unjust  Man,  which  contains  36,000  lines, 

besides  the  Mundus,  Caro,  el  Daemom'a,  and  the  Condamnalion  de 

Banquet  already  described. 

This  school  was  continued,  though  under  some  difBculties,  until 
a  late  period  of  the  century.  It  had  two  things  in  its  favour ;  it 
was  extremely  popular,  and  it  lent  itself,  far  more  than  the  stately 
rival  soon  to  be  discussed,  to  the  political  and  social  uses  which 
had  long  been  associated  with  the  stage  in  the  mind  of  audiences. 
In  Beza's  tragedy  of  Airaham  Sacrtfiani,  a  kind  of  union  takes 
place  between  the  two  styles.  But  even  the  triumph  of  the  Pl^iade 
did  not  at  once  abolish  the  mysteries  which  were  still  legal  in  the 
provinces,  which  had  a  strong  hold  on  the  fancy  of  the  populace, 
and  tt;^ich  some  men  of  letters  who  were  themselves  much  in- 
debted to  the  new  movement,  notably  Vauquelin  de  la  Fresnaye, 
upheld  with  pen  as  well  as  with  tongue.  Thomas  Le  Coq,  a 
beneficed  clerk  of  Falaise,  wrote  a  really  remarkable  play,  Cain, 
of  the  purest  mystery  kind,  in  1580;  and  the  troubles  of  the  League 
brought  forth  a  large  number  of  pieces  which  approached  much 
nearer  to  the  mediaeval  drama,  and  especially  to  the  mediaeval 
drama  in  the  fonn  which  Gringore  had  given  it,  than  to  the  model 
of  Jodelle. 

It  was,  however,  this  model  which  had  the  seeds  of  life  in  it, 
and  which  was  destined  to  serve  as  the  pattern  for  the  Freitch 
drama  of  the  future.  In  the  manifesto  of  the  Fl^iade  Du  Bellay 
gave  especial  prominence  to  the  drama  among  the  literary  kinds. 
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in  which  French  had  need  of  strengthenin|^  from  classical  sources. 
The  classical  tragedy  in  the  classical  langu^e,  and  even  in  trans- 
lation, was  already  no  stranger  to  French  audiences,  and  the 
principle  of  constructing  modem  vernacular  plays  on  Bgaj^jnga 
the  same  model  had  become  familiar  to  the  upper  and  of  tbo 
learned  classes  by  the  practice  of  the  Italians,  with  ciaesloal 
which  they  had  become  acquainted,  partly  through  the  "■■"*■ 
numerous  visits,  friendly  and  hostile,  paid  by  Frenchmen  to  Italy 
in  the  early  years  of  the  sixteenth  century,  partly  through  the 
reproduction  of  these  Italian  plays  at  the  courts  of  Francis  I. 
and  Henri  II.  This  reproduction  of  foreign  work  was  not 
confined  to  the  court,  for  in  1548  the  town  of  Lyons  greeted 
Catherine  de  Medicis  with  an  Italian  play  acted  by  an  Italian 
company.  As  for  translations  of  classical  drama,  Lazare  de  Bail 
translated  the  Eleclra  as  early  as  1537,  and  Buchanan,  Muretus, 
and  others  composed  Latin  plays  for  their  pupils  to  act.  In 
all  these  plays,  Latin,  Italian,  and  French -translation,  the  influence 
of  the  tragedian  Seneca  was  paramount,  and  this  influence  made 
an  enduring  mark  on  the  future  drama  of  France.  Greek,  though 
il  was  ardently  studied,  was,,  from  the  purely  literary  point  of 
view,  little  comprehended  by  the  French  humanists,  and  of  the 
three  tragedians  Euripides  was  the  only  one  who  made  much  im- 
pression upon  them.  Seneca,  as  the  only  extant  L^in  tragedian, 
had  a  monopoly  of  the  classical  language  which  they  understood 
best  and  revered  most  heartily.  His  model  was  also  peculiarly 
imitable.  The  paucity  of  action,  the  strict  observation  of  certain 
easily  observable  rules,  the  regular  and  harmonious  but  easily  com- 
prehensible  system  of  bis  choruses,  the  declamatory  style,  and 
strong  ethical  temper  of  his  sentiments,  all  appealed  to  the  French 
Renaissance,  Within  a^year  or  two  from  Che  time  when  Du  Bellay 
had  sounded  the  note  of  innovation,  Jodelle  answered  the  sum- 
mons with  a  tragedy  and  a  comedy  at  the  same  time. 

fitienne  Jodelle ',  Seigneur  de  Lymodin,  was  one  of  the  youngest 

of  Ronsard's  fellows.     He  was  born  at  Paris  In  if,\2,  .    , 

"''  Jodelle. 

and  was  thus  barely  twenty  years  old  when,  in  1552, 
he  founded  at  once  modem  French  tragedy  with  his  CUopdlri, 
'  An<Ua  TlUStrt  Franfois,  vol.  iv. 
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and  modern  Frencli  comedy  wilh  his  Eugine,  The  representation 
was  a  great  success,  and  obtained  for  the  author  from  the  King, 
Henri  11.,  besides  many  compliments,  the  sum  of  five  hundred 
crowns.  The  success  of  the  plays  also  brought  about  an  incident 
famous  in  French  literary  history  of  the  anecdotic  kind.  The 
seven  determined  to  celebrate  the  occasion  by  a  country  excursion, 
and  on  the  way  to  Arcueil  they  unluckily  met  a  flock  of  goats. 
Deeply  imbued  as  they  all  were  with  classical  fancies,  it  was 
almost  inevitable  that  the  idea  of  a  Dionysiac  festival  should  strike 
them,  and  a  goat  was  caught,  crowned  wilh  flowers  and  solemnly 
paraded,  Ronsard  himself  ofGciating  as  the  god.  This  harmless 
freak  was  represented  by  the  zealots  of  the  time  as  an  impious 
pagan  orgie,  in  which  the  goat  had  been  actually  sacrificed  to  a 
false  god,  and  the  reputation  of  the  brotherhood  sank  almost 
equally  with  Catholics  and  Protestants.  Six  years  after,  Jodelle 
produced  his  second  tragedy,  Didon,  also  with  great  success.  But 
he  was  not  a  fortunate  person.  The  miscarriage  of  a  pageant  of 
which  he  had  the  direction  alienated  the  favour  of  the  court  from 
him,  and  he  was  too  proud  or  too  careless  to  solicit  its  grace.  He 
was  a  loose  and  reckless  liver,  and  receives  from  Pierre  de  TEstoile 
a  character  which  very  probably  is  unduly  harsh.  However  this  may 
be,  he  died  at  the  age  of  forty,  indigent  and  ruined  in  constitution. 
His  literary  Ictivity  was  great,  but  only  a  small  part  of  his  work 
survives,  and  his  three  plays  are  the  only  important  portion  of  this. 
The  comedy  has  some  impression  of  classical  study,  though 
very  much  less  than  the  two  tragedies.  It  is,  unlike  the  indi- 
genous farce,  divided  regularly  into  acts  and  scenes ;  it  is  much 
longer  than  the  native  comedy,  and  some  of  the  characters 
show,  though  faindy  and  at  a  distance,  some  traces  of  a  reading  of 
Terence,  But  it  retains  the  octosyllable  metre,  and  its  general 
scheme,  despite  a  somewhat  greater  involution  of  plot  and  multi- 
plicity of  characters,  is  that  of  a  farce.  Eugfene,  the  hero,  a  rich 
and  luxurious  churchman,  is  in  love  with  Alix,  whom,  to  save  ap- 
pearances, he  has  married  to  a  wittol  of  the  name  of  Guillaume; 
Alix,  however,  has  several  other  lovers,  among  whom  is  Florimond 
a  soldier,  the  rejected  suitor  of  H^I6ne,  Eugfene's  sister.  These 
personages  are  completed  by  Maitre  Jean,  the  abba's  chaplain  and 
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general  factotum,  a  creditor  of  Guillaume's,  some  servants  of  the 
soldier  Florimond,  etc.  The  plot  is  very  simple,  consisting  of 
hardly  anything  but  the  return  of  Florimond  ffom  the  wars,  and  his 
wrath  at  discovering  Alix's  relations  not  merely  with  Guillaume  but 
with  Engfene.  He  is  finally  made  happy  with  H^lfene,  Alix  takes 
the  wise  resolution  to  be  less  prodigal  of  her  affections,  and  the 
ptay  ends.  Some  detached  passages,  especially  the  opening  scene, 
in  which  the  lazy,  dissolute  life  of  wealthy  churchmen  is  very 
pointedly  satirised,  are  amusing  enough,  and  the  characters  of 
the  chaplain  and  the  husband  are  not  far  from  la  vraie  com^die. 
The  tragedies  are  indirectly  of  more  importance,  but  intrinsically 
much  duller  reading.  Instead,  however,  of  cleaving,  as  Eugine 
does,  closely  to  the  lines  of  the  existing  drama,  the  innovation  in 
them  is  of  the  boldest  kind.  The  octosyllabic  verse,  hitherto 
sacred  to  drama,  is  exchanged  in  CUopdtre  for  a  mixture  of  the 
decasyllable  and  the  Alexandrine,  some  scenes  being  written  in 
the  one,  others  in  the  other.  Nor  is  the  tentative  character  of 
the  work  only  thus  indicated ;  for  the  rhymes  follow  different 
systems  in  the  different  scenes.  In  Didon,  however,  Jodelle  settled 
down  to  the  unbroken  Alexandrine  with  alternation  of  masculine 
and  feminine  rhymes,  which  has  remained  the  standard  vehicle  of 
French  tragedy  ever  since.  His  general  scheme  follows  that  of 
Seneca  closely,  and  his  choruses  are  written  in  stanzas  of  short 
verses  regularly  arranged.  The  matter  of  both  plays  is  taken 
with  tolerable  exactness,  in  the  one  case  from  Plutarch,  in  the 
Other  from  Virgil ;  but  a  somewhat  full  analytic  description  of  the 
first  French  tragedy  must  be  given.  Didon  is  something  of  an 
advance  in  versification,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  but  in  other 
respects  it  is  perhaps  inferior  to  CUopdtre. 

The  piece  begins  with  a  prologue  to  the  king,  and  dien  the  first 
act  opens  with  a  long  soliloquy  from  the  ghost  of  Antony.  Long 
speeches,  it  should  be  said,  are  the  bane  of  this  early  French 
tragedy,  and  for  nearly  a  century  the  evil  increased  instead  of 
diminishing.  Qeopatra,  Cbannium,  and  Eras  then  appear,  for  the 
ptay  follows  Plutarch  strictly  enough.  The  queen  expresses  her 
despair,  and  announces  her  intention  to  die.  The  first  act  is  con- 
cluded by  a  long  chorus  of  Alexandrian  women,  who  bewail  the 
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shortness  of  liFe  in  six-syllable  quatrains.  The  second  act,  like  the 
first  (unless  the  monologue  of  the  ghost  is  counted  in  this  latter), 
consists  of  only  a  single  scene  and  a  chorus.  The  scene  is 
between  Octavian,  Agrippa,  and  Proculeius,  who  argue  about  the 
probable  fate  of  Cleopatra.  The  conqueror  is  disposed  to  mercy 
and  to  regret  for  Antony's  death,  but  his  oGGcers  are  less  amiably 
minded.  They  agree,  however,  that  Cleopatra  will  have  to  be 
watched  for  fear  of  suicide.  The  chorus  now  is  nominally  divided 
into  strophes  and  antistrophes,  but  these  are  really  only  uniform 
Stanzas  of  six  six-syllable  lines  each,  with  the  rhymes  arranged 
a,  b,  a,  b,  c,  c,  and  there  is  no  epode.  The  third  act  contains  the 
interview  of  Octavian  with  Cleopatra,  the  surrender  of  the  treasures, 
and  the  treachery  of  Seleucus.  The  chorus  takes  part  in  this 
scene  both  by  a  short  song  and  a  longer  one  in  couplets,  but 
arranged  in  eight-line  stanzas,  which  is  preceded  by  a  dialogue 
with  Seleucus.  The  act  thus  consists  of  two  scenes.  In  the 
fourth  act  Geopatra  repeats  and  regularly  matures  her  resolve  of 
death.  It  contains  two  choric  pieces  of  some  beauty.  The  first 
is  an  undivided  song  in  sixes  and  fours ;  the  second  has  a  regular 
arrangement  of  strophe,  antistrophe,  and  epode  three  times  re- 
peated, consisting  of  five-syllable  lines,  of  which  the  strophe  and 
antistrophe  contain  eleven  each  and  the  epode  eight,  arranged — 
strophe  and  antistrophe  a,  b,  a,  b,  c,  c,  d,  d,  e,  e,  d,  epode  a,  b, 
a,  b,  c,  c,  d,  d.  The  fifth  act  is  very  short,  containing  a  recital  by 
Proculeius  of  the  Queen's  death,  and  a  choric  lament  in  quatrains. 
It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  action  in  the  piece  is  very  small, 
except  in  the  brawl  with  Seleucus;  that  the  chorus  has  the  full 
importance  which  it  possessed  in  the  classical  tragedy;  and  that, 
owing  to  the  few  changes  of  scene  and  the  other  restrictions 
imposed  upon  himself  by  the  poet,  the  dramatic  capabilities  of  the 
plan  are  not  a  little  limited.  The  same  state  of  things  continued 
to  be  the  case  during  the  whole  duration  of  the  school  whose 
master  Jodelle  was.  Style  and  versification  were  sometimes  better, 
sometimes  wotsb  than  his  ;  but,  with  comparatively  few  exceptions, 
the  general  conception  was  the  same,  long  monologues,  few  cha- 
racters, an  almost  total  defect  of  action,  which  is  conducted  by 
the  aid  of  messengers,  etc  ' 
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The  fervent  spirit  of  imitation  which  characterised  the  satellites 
of  the  Pl^iade  has  already  been  noticed  more  than  once.  But  in 
no  department  was  it  more  marlced  than  in  that  of  drama.  Jean 
de  la  P^rusCj  who,  like  many  of  the  Pl^iade  poets,  died  Minor 
very  young,  produced  a  Medea  imitated  from  Seneca,  PWlada 
and  Charles  Touslain  an  Agamemnon,  also  taken  from  "'"""""»■■ 
the  same  author.  Jacques  de  la  Taille  at  a  very  early  age  wrote 
a  Darius  and  fin  Alexander,  besides  a  Didon,  which  is  lost.  These 
pieces  have  some  merit,  and  it  is  noteworthy  that  the  metre  varies, 
as  in  Jodelle's  model.  A  slight  eccentricity  of  realism,  however, 
has  been  Jacques  de  la  Taille's  chief  passport  to  a  place  in  the 
history  of  French  literature.  The  death  of  Darius  occurs  in  the 
middle  of  the  word  recommandalion, 

Mes  eofants  el  ma  femme  aie  en  recomnianda  . . . 
11  ne  pot  achever,  cai  la  morC  Ten  garda. 

It 'is  pe'rhaps  not  insignificant  that  the  verse  Is  completed  if  the 
word  is  not. 

Of  this  immediate  group  of  Jodelle's  followers,  however,  the 
most  remarkable  before  Gamier  was  Jacques  Grdvin,  who  was 
noteworthy  both  as  a  dramatist  and  as  a  poet.  GriJvin  was  a 
Protestant  and  a  practitioner  of  medicine,  in  which  capacity  he  ac- 
companied Marguerite  de  France,  Duchess  o(  Savoy,  to  Turin,  and 
died  there,  at  the  age  of  thirty.  Before  he  was  twenty  he  wrote  a 
tragedy,  La  Mori  de  Ce'sar,  which  has  considerable  merit,  and  two 
comedies,  Les  Eshahh  and  La  Trhoriire,  which  are  perhaps  better 
still.  Jean  de  la  Taille,  the  brother  of  Jacques,  but  a  better  poet 
and  a  better  dramatist,  wrote  Saul  Furieux  and  Les  Gabaonites, 
two  of  the  numerous  sacred  tragedies  which  have  always  found 
favour  in  France,  and  the  tradition  of  which  it  has  been  sought 
to  revive  even  in  our  own  day.  The  theatre,  like  the  pulpit, 
was  used  as  an  engine  by  the  Leaguers,  but  nothing  of  much  value 
resulted  from  this. 

Although  many  of  the  practitioners  of  this  classical  tragedy, 
notably  Jodelle,  Gr^vin,  and  Jean  de  la  Taille,  produced  work  of 
interest  and  merit,  it  contributed  only  one  name  which  can 
properly  be  called   great   to   literary  history.     This  was  that  of 
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Robert  Gamier ',  who  brought  the  fomi  to  the  highest  perfection  of 
which  it  was  capable  io  its  eailiest  state.  Gamier  was 
born  at  La  Fert6  Semard  in  1 545,  and  died,  apparently 
in  his  native  province  of  Maine,  in  1601.  He  was  a  lawyer  of  some 
distinction,  being  a  member  of  the  Paris  bar,  then  Lieutenant 
Criminel  at  Le  Mans,  and  finally  Councillor  of  State.  He  was  an 
immediate  disciple  and  favourite  of  Ronsard,  who  has  spoUen  of 
him  in  those  terms  of  magnificent  eulogy  of  which  he  was  liberal, 
but  which  here,  if  somewhat  exaggerated,  are  by  no  means 
altogether  misplaced.  His  dramatic  works,  extending  to  eight 
plays,  were  all  composed  in  his  earlier  manhood,  between  1568 
and  1580.  There  is,  however,  a  wide  difference  between  the  first 
six  plays  and  the  last  two.  The  former,  Porcie,  Cornilie,  Marc- 
Antoine,  HippolyU,  La  Troade,  and  Antigone,  are  all,  as  their  titles 
show  clearly,  tragedies  of  antiquity  closely  modelled  on  Seneca 
and  Euripides,  especially  Seneca.  The  Corn/tie,  it  may  be  ob- 
served, was  translated  into  English  by  Kyd,  They  do  not  differ 
much  in  arrangement  from  each  other,  or  from  Jodellc's  CUopStre. 
In  his  two  last  plays,  however,  produced  in  1580,  much  greater 
power  and  originality  appear.  These  were  Les  Juives,  a  Biblical 
tragedy  on  the  fate  of  Zedekiah  and  Jerusalem,  and  BradamatiU, 
a  romantic  tragi-comedy  on  a  subject  taken  from  Ariosto,  The 
latter  was  apparently  the  first  of  its  kind,  dramatists  having  hitherto 
confined  themselves  to  classical,  contemporary,  and  Biblical  sub- 
jects. There  is,  moreover,  a  curious  incident  connected  with  it. 
It  contains  no  choruses,  and  in  the  preface  of  the  published  edition 
the  manager  is  requested  to  have  the  want  supplied  in  case  of  its 
being  acted.  Here  too  appears  the  confidant,  a  dubious  present 
to  the  French  theatre,  but  one  of  no  small  importance.  The  play 
is  a  remarkable  one.  The  mixture  of  comic  with  tragic  models  gives 
the  author  much  more  liberty,  of  which  he  duly  avails  himself ;  the 
scenes  are  more  numerous,  the  action  more  lively  and  complicated, 
the  interest  in  every  way  greater.  Yet  it  would  seem,  from  the 
remark  made  above,  that  there  was  some  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the 
author  whether  it  would  ever  be  acted.  Nor  does  it  seem  to  have 
had  much,  if  any,  effect  on  the  general  character  of  stage  plays. 
'  A  Eood  modeTB  edition  has  appeared  by  Forster.     Heilbroiui,  i88). 
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These  continued  to  follow  the  Jodelle  model  until  Hatdy  brought  in 
the  influence  of  Spain.  Of  that  model  Lesjuives  is  assuredly  ihe 
masterpiece.  The  choruses  are  of  great  beauty,  admirably  diver- 
sified in  metre  and  rhythm,  and  occasionally  all  but  equalling 
the  best  lyrics  of  the  PMiade.  There  is  interest  in  the  story, 
which  deals  with  the  vengeance  of  Nebuchadnezzar  on  the  Jewish 
king,  and  its  chief  drawback  is  its  unrelieved  gloom.  The  first 
act  too,  which  consists  of  a  monologue  by  the  Prophet  (unnamed) 
relieved  only  by  the  chorus,  is  justly  open  to  that  charge  of  mono-  _ 
tony  and  absence  of  action,  which  is  the  great  drawback  of  this 
class  of  drama.  Subsequently,  however,  a  real  interest  is  created 
in  the  question  whether  the  conqueror  will  or  will  not  give  up 
his  sanguinary  purposes  in  consequence  of  the  remonstrances  of 
his  general,  Nebuzaradan,  and  the  entreaties  of  Zedekiah's  mother 
and  his  own  Queen.  The  stiffness  of  the  dialogue,  which  is  re- 
markable in  most  of  the  tragedies  of  the  period,  is  here  a  good 
deal  softened.  The  speeches  are  still  sometimes  too  long — 
Garnier  was  indeed  a  great  offender  in  this  way,  and  in  his  Hip- 
Polyte  has  inflicted  an  unbroken  monologue  of  nearly  two  hundred 
lines  on  the  hapless  spectators.  But  very  frequently  the  dialogue 
is  fairly  kept  up,  and  sufficiently  varied  by  the  avoidance  of  .the 
practice  of  concluding  the  speeches  uniformly  at  the  end  of 
lines. 

On  the  whole,  however,  despite  the  literary  excellence  of  at  least 
some  of  the  work  composing  it,  it  is  impossible  to  give  high  rank 
as  drama  to  the  model  of  Jodelle,  Although  the  Def^j^B  of 
unities  were  not  by  any  means  followed  with  the  the  Pl6l«da 
strictness  which  prevailed  afterwards,  the  caution  of  Tragedy. 
Horace  about  awkward  transactions  on  the  stage  was  rigidly  ob- 
served, and,  with  the  usual  illegitimate  inference,,  carried  out  so 
as  almost  to  exclude  all  action  whatever.  The  personages  were 
generally  few,  the  acts  divided  into  but  a  scene  or  two  at  most,  the 
set  tirades  mercilessly  long,  and  the  whole  thing,  as  it  would 
appear  to  a  modern  spectator,  dull  and  spiridess. 

The  dramatists  of  the  Pl^iade  schod,  though  they  chiefly  culti- 
vated tragedy,  did  not  by  any  means  neglect  comedy,  their  leader, 
Jodelle,  having,  as  has  been  shown,  set  them  the  example  in  both 
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kinds.  Their  comedy  was,  however,  for  some  time  a  somewhat 
Pidiode  indeierminate  kind  of  composition,  and  did  not  for 
Oonledr.  (jj^  most  part  show  much  sign  of  the  extraordinary 
excellence  which  French  comedy  was  to  attain  in  the  next  century. 
They  seem  to  have  hesitated  between  three  models,  the  indigenous 
farce,  the  Italian  comedy,  which  was  a  graft  on  the  Latin,  and  the 
Latin  comedy  of  Plautus  and  Terence  itself.  Yet  Eugint,  as 
has  been  said,  is  a  great  deal  better  as  a  play  than  either  DidoM 
,or  CUopdlre.  Its  manner  was  closely  imitated  in  the  already- 
mentioned  comedies  of  Gr^vin.  The  Reconnue  of  Belleau  is  a  work 
of  merit.  Bai'f  turned  the  MiUs  Gloriosus  into  Frencli  under  the 
title  of  TaWebrat,  which  was  acted  with  the  curious  accompaniment 
of  choruses  composed  by,  among  others,  Desportes,  Belleau,  and 
Ronsard  himself.  AH  these  pieces  kept  the  octosyllabic  verse 
which  the  farce  had  consecrated.  Afterwards  it  became  fashion- 
able to  write  comedies  in  prose.  Jean  de  la  Taille  thus  gave  Jjes 
Corrivaux,  Odet  de  Turnfebe  Les  M/conlenIs,  Francois  d'Araboise 
Les  Napolitaims.  But  the  chief  comic  author  of  the  century,  abetter 
playwright  than  Gamier  himself,  was  Pierre  Larivey,  who  also  wrote 
in  prose'.  He  was  born  at  Troyes  about  1540,  and 
died  probably  in  the  second  decade  of  the  seventeenth 
century,  -  His  father  was  an  Italian,  of  the  famous  printer  family  of 
the  Giunii,  and  on  settling  in  France  he  had  dubbed  himself  L'Arriv^, 
which  soon  took  the  less  recognisable  form  under  which  the  drama- 
list  is  known.  Pierre  Larivey  held  a  canonry  at  Troyes.and  translated 
many  Italian  books  of  the  most  diverse  kinds  into  French.  Among 
these  wete  numerous  comedies,  and  the  genius  of  the  translator  for 
his  task  in  this  case  produced  what  are  in  effect  as  original  com- 
positions as  most  plays  which  call  themselves  original  Larivey 
took  the  utmost  liberties  with  his  models,  adding,  dropping,  alter- 
ing, exactly  as  he  pleased,  and  writing  his  adaptations  in  a 
style  excellent  for  the  purpose.  He  produced  twelve  plays,  of  which 
nine  are  extant,  Le  Laguais,  La  Veuve,  Ias  Esprils,  Le  Morfoniu, 
Les  JaloHX,  Les  Escolitrs,  published  in  1579,  and  Constance,  Le 
Fidele,  Les  Tromperies,  published  in  i6ii.  Each  of  these  has  an 
Italian  original.  But,  as  the  originals  themselves  are  frequently 
'  Ancieit  ThJdtre  Fraafau,  vol.  vi.  viL 
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derived  from  classical  sources,  Larlvey  very  often  seems  to  be  imi- 
tating these  latter.  A  nearly  complete  idea  of  the  character  of  hb 
best  piece,  Les  Esprits,  may  be  obtained  by  those  who  linow  the 
Aulularia  and  Andria,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  ^cole  des  Maris 
and  L'Avare,  for  be  stands  about  midway  between  the  classical 
comedies  of  Latin  and  French.  Moli^re  found  a  good  deal  of 
his  property  in  Larivey,  and  so  did  other  French  comic  authors. 
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CHAPTER   VI. 

CALVIN     AND     AMYOT. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  Rabelais,  in  his  capacity  of  repre- 
sentative author  of  the  French  Renaissance,  exhibits  all  the 
characteristics  of  that  Renaissance — its  interest,  half-enthusiastic 
and  half-sceptical,  in  religious  and  philosophical  questions,  its 
devotion  lo  ancient  literature  and  learning,  and  the  ardent  zest 
with  which  it  attacked  at  once  the  business  and  the  pleasures  of  the 
p  world.     The  four  most  remarkable  of  the  remaining 

WrlterH  prose  authors  of  the  century  illustrate  these  character- 
of  the  istics  as  vividly  but  less  universally.  Montaigne  indeed 
'  is  almost  as  complete  a  representative  of  the  entire 
character  for  Ihe  last  half  of  the  century  as  Rabelais  is  of  the 
first.  But  even  in  him  one  note,  the  note  of  sceptical  philo- 
sophy, is  more  dominant  than  any  to  be  found  in  Rabelais.  In 
the  same  way  Calvin  was  the  first,  if  not  the  most  distinguished, 
of  theologians  who  wrote  modern  French  prose;  Amyot  the  re- 
presentative of  erudition ;  and  Brantdme  of  that  attention  to  mun- 
dane business  and  pleasure  which  produced  so  many  admirable 
memoir-writers.  Round  each  of  the  four,  but  especially  round 
Amyot  and  BrantSme,  numerous  figures,  sometimes  of  hardly 
less  magnitude,  have  to  be  grouped.  Chronological  reasons,  and 
the  convenience  of  subdividing  the  subject,  make  it,  however,  ad- 
visable to  take  Calvin  and  Amyot  first,  leaving  the  authors  of 
the  Essais  and  the  Dames  GalanUs  with  their  train  for  another 
chapter. 
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Jean  Calvin  '  was  bom  in  1509,  at  Noyon,  in  Picardy,  where  his 
lather  held  the  post  of  procurator-fiscal  to  the  bishop.  He  took 
orders  very  early,  and  obtained  some  preferment.  Before  long,  by 
a  ttansidon  very  usual  in  that  age,  he  exchanged  divinity  for  law ; 
but  his  interest  was  still  in  the  former  study,  and  he  eagerly  em- 
braced the  Reformed  doctrines.  Like  other  French 
reformers,  he  was  at  first  rewarded  by  the  favour  of 
Francis  and  his  sister  Marguerite,  but  the  tide  soon  turned,  and 
he  left  France  in  1534  for  Basle.  It  is  said  that  it  was  not  till  then 
that  he  learnt  Hebrew.  At  Basle  his  Ittsiihttion  was  published. 
After  a  year  or  two  he  went  to  Italy,  where  he  was  received  by 
the  Duchess  of  Ferrara,  Ren^e  of  France,  the  steadiest  of  all 
the  royal  patrons  of  the  French  reformers.  At  last  he  established 
himself  at  Geneva,  where,  as  is  well  known,  he  succeeded  in  setting 
up  a  kind  of  theocratic  tyranny,  which  was  for  centuries  the  model 
and  pattern  of  his  faithful  followers  the  Scotch  Presbyterians. 
He  was  once  banished,  but  recalled,  and  exercised  his  sway  for 
about  a  quarter  of  a  century.  Into  the  too  famous  and  much 
argued  matters  of  his  relations  with  Servelus,  his  intrigues  with 
the  French  inquisitors  to  establish  a  kind  of  Zollverein  of  persecu- 
tion and  the  like,  there  is  no  need  to  enter  here.  He  died  in  1564. 
Calvin's  greatest  work  in  literature,  as  in  theology,  is  the  Jtulilution 
of  the  Christian  Religitm,  which,  as  has  been  said,  was  published 
at  Basle  in  1535-6.  It  was  written  in  Latin,  but  four  years  later  wae 
re-published  in  French,  the  author  himself  being  the  translator. 
The  minor  works  of  Calvin,  both  in  Latin  and  French,  are  very 
numerous,  but  from  the  point  of  view  of  literary  history  they  may 
be  neglected,  except  certain  satirical  pamphlets  wherein  the  writer 
displayed  a  considerable  command  of  vigorous,  if  occasionally 
clumsy,  satire  and  invective.  The  scurrility  with  which  the  debates  of 
the  Reformation  were  carried  on  on  both  sides  is  but  too  well  known. 
Calvin  was  not  so  guilty  in  this  respect  as  Luther,  but  he  must  bear 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  blame.  What  is  really  valuable  in 
Calvin's  satiric  style  may  be  found  more  worthily  represented  in  the 

'  Caavin  or  Chauvb,  Latinised  CalTinus.  Calvin's  vorlcj  are  Tolnmlnoog. 
The  Inslitulien  has  been  reprinted  (Pari*,  1859 :  Geneya,  1887)  from  the  talei 
Tecdoo  of  156a.    The  earlier  of  1541  is  held  the  more  cbaincteristic. 


2oa  Tke  Renaissance.  [Bk.  ll. 

Irss  abstract  passages  of  the  InsUtulion,  notably  the  Address  to  the 
King. 

The  Instilution  itself  is  beyond  all  question  the  first  serious  work 
of  great  literary  merit,  not  historical,  in  the  history  of  French 
prose,  and  must  be  regarded  as  setting  the  future  fashion  long  before 
Descartes.  It  is  strongly  Latinised  in  form  and  construction. 
But  the  point  in  which  it  differs  from  preceding  works  in  which  the 
classical  influence  is  prominent,  is  that  the  author  no  longer 
attempts  to  give  his  classical  colour  by  meai.s  of  wholesale  im- 
portations of  terms.  The  vocabulary,  though  rich  and  varied,  is 
still  in  the  main  genuine  French,  and  the  Laiinism  is  more  ob- 
servable in  occasional  constructions  and  in  the  architecttu'e  of 
the  clauses  than  in  the  mere  selection  of  words.  This  clause-archi- 
tecture was  a  matter  of  the  last  importance,  for  it  was  exactly  in 
this  respect  that  French,  like  most  of  the  vernacular  tongues,  was 
deficient.  The  entirely  artless  and  mainly  conversational  array  of 
the  sentence  which,  out  of  verse,  had  hitherto  been  common,  served 
for  narrative  well  enough,  but  not  at  all  for  argument  or  discus- 
sion. Calvin  threw  his  French  clauses  into  the  mould  in  which' 
his  Latin  had  been  cast,  and  without  unduly  stiffening  them  pro- 
duced a  regularity  of  form  which  was  entirely  novel.  Even  when 
bis  sentences  are  of  considerable  length,  there  is  clearness  and 
simplicity  in  them,  which  in  some  languages,  English  for  instance, 
was  not  generally  reached  in  prose  till  much  later.  It  is  remark- 
able, too,  that  the  besetting  sin  of  serious  French  prose,  its  tendency 
lo  the  declamatory,  is  well  kept  under  by  Calvin,  Next  to  the 
graceful  stateHness  of  hia  phrase,  its  extreme  sobriety,  not  re- 
jecting legitimate  ornament,  but  seldom  or  never  trespassing  into 
the  rhetorical,  has  to  be  observed.  Considering  that  the  whole  of 
it  was  written  before  the  author  was  seven-and-twenty,  it  is  perhaps 
the  most  remarkable  work  of  its  particular  kind  to  be  anywhere 
found— the  merits  being  those  of  full  maturity  and  elaborate  pie- 
paration  rather  than  of  youthful  exuberance.  The  book  consists  of 
four  parts  ;  the  first  on  God,  the  second  on  the  Atonement,  or  rather 
on  the  Mediatorial  Office  of  Christ,  the  third  on  the  resulu  of  that 
Office,  the  fourth  on  Church  Government  Its  end,  it  need  hardly 
I*  said,  is  double — the  es'iblishment  in  the  most  rigorous  form  of 
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the  docii'ine  of  predestination  and  originai  sin,  and  the  destnic- 
tton  of  the  sacramental  and  sacerdotal  doctrines  of  the  Catholic 
Church. 

Despite  the  fervid  interest  taken  in  religious  disputation  and 
the  masterly  example  which  Calvin  had  set  both  to  friends 
and  foes,  theology  proper  did  not  coniribute  very  much  of  value  to 
literature  during  the  period.  Beza  wrote  chiefly  in  Latin,  his 
Histoire  des  ^glises  Riform^es  being  the  chief  exception.  Pierre 
Viret,  a  Swiss  by  birth,  who  passed  the  last  twenty  years  of  his 
life  at  various  towns  in  the  south  of  France  as  a  ^iaxa 
preacher  and  theological  teacher,  wrote  a  considerable  Beformen 
number  of  treatises,  both  serious  and  satirical  The  "d  Oontro- 
tides  of  some  of  the  latter,  L'Akhimie  du  Purgaloirt,  *»'''*""**^ 
La  Cosmographit  In/tmak,  etc.,  are  characteristic  of  the  time.  But 
Viret's  literary  merit  was  not  remarkable.  This  kind  of  theo- 
logical pasquinading  was  in  great  favour  throughout  the  period, 
and  authors  of  very  v^trious  merit,  such  as  Marnix  de  Sainte 
Aldegonde,  Dor^,  Claude  de  Saintes,  Arthus  D^sir^,  and  odiers, 
contributed  plentifully  to  it.  But  the  interest  of  their  work  is  for 
the  most  part  historical  and  antiquarian  only.  The  title  of 
'  Protestant  Rabelais '  has  been  absurdly  given  to  Mamix.  It  is 
only  so  far  deserved  that  the  scurril  language  and  gross  images 
which  with  the  master  were  but  accessories,  were  with  the  pupil 
the  main  point.  In  the  latter  part  of  the  century,  after  the 
quieting  of  (he  troubles  of  the  League,  two  more  serious  disputants 
arose,  each  of  considerable  liierafy  eminence.  These  were  on  the 
Protestant  side,  Philippe  de  Mornay,  better  known  as  Duplessis- 
Mornay,  who  distinguished  himself  equally  as  a  soldier,  a  diplo- 
matist, and  a  man  of  letters,  and  the  still  more  famous  Cardinal 
Du  Perron,  a  converted  Calvinist,  who  was  supposed  to  be  the 
most  expert  controversialist' of  a  time  which  was  nothing  If  not 
controversial.  The  chief  theological  work  of  Duplessis-Mornay  was 
his  Trail/ de  la  ViriU  d4  la  Religion  Chr/lienne.  The  chief  written 
theological  work  of  Du  Perron  was  a  Trail/  du  Sacremenl  dt 
f  Eucharisle,  in  reply  to  a  work  on  the  same  subject  by  Mornay. 

Between  the  controversies  of  the  earlier  part  of  the  century  and 
those  of  the  latter,  preaching,  if  not  dogmatic  theology,  held  an 
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important  place  because  of  its  political  bearing.  The  pulpit  style 
of  the  sixteenth  century  was  Tor  the  most  part  an  aggravation  of 
thai  (already  described)  of  the  fifteenth,  the  acrimony  of  sectarian 
and  factious  partisanship  leading  the  preachers  to  indulge  in  evei7 
kind  of  verbal  excess.  During  the  Le^ue  the  partisans  of  that 
ProMhers  of  organisation,  especially  in  Paris,  were  perpetually 
the  Leaguo.  excited  against  Henri  III.  and  his  successor  by  the 
most  atrocious  pulpit  diatribes,  the  chief  artists  in  which  were 
Boucher,  Rose,  Launay,  Feuardent,  and  G6n6brard.  The  literary 
value  of  these  furious  outpourings  however  is  very  small.  After 
their  cessation  a  reaction  set  in,  and  for  some  time  before  the 
splendid  period  of  pulpit  eloquence,  which  lasted  from  St.  Francis 
de  Sales  to  MassiUon,  the  general  style  of  French  homiletics  was 
dull  and  laboured. 
Jacques  Amyot '  was  bom  at  Mdun  in  1513,  and  belonged  to  the 
A  ot  lowest  class.  He  was  educated  as  a  servitor  at  the 
famous  Collfege  de  Navarre,  and  took  his  degree  in 
aits  at  the  age  of  nineteen.  He  then  held  various  tutorships  and 
attracted  the  notice  of  Marguerite,  Queen  of  Navarre,  the  constant 
patroness  of  men  of  letters,  who  gave  him  a  Readership  at  Bourges. 
After  some  years  of  University  teaching  in  the  classics,  he  began  his 
series  of  translations  with  the  Theagmes  and  Charicka  in  1 546.  This 
was  three  years  in  advance  of  Du  Bellay's  manifesto,  and  though 
not  a  few  translations  had  already  appeared,  none  had  even  ap- 
proached Amyot's  in  elegance.  As  usual  at  the  time  hisliterary  repu- 
tation was  rewarded  by  Church  jjreferment  and  employment  in  the 
diplomatic  service.  He  was  also  made  tutor  to  Charles  IX.  and 
Henri  of  Anjou.  His  elder  pupil,  when  he  came  to  the  throne,  made 
him,  first.  Grand  Almoner  of  France,  and  then  Bishop  of  Auserre, 
while  Henri  III.  added  the  honour  of  a  commandersbip  in  the  order 
of  the  Holy  Ghost.  For  a  time,  in  the  midst  of  the  troubles  of  the 
League,  Amyot  was  driven  from  his  palace,  but  he  returned  and  died, 
at  the  full  age  of  fourscore,  in  1594. 

Besides   the  work  of  Heliodorus,  Amyot  translated  Diodorus 

'  Most  of  Amyot  is   accessible  onlj  in   the  old  editions.     A  beautiful 
eiUiion  of  the  Dafhnis  and  Chloi  haa  been  published  by  L.  Glady.    London, 
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Siculus  (1554),  ZJa^^nti  and  Ckloe,  Plutarch's  Lives  (1559),  and 
Plutarch's  Morals  (1574).  It  may  seem  at  first  sight  that  his 
selection  of  authors  to  translate  was  somewhat  peculiar.  It  was 
however,  either  by  accident  or  design,  singularly  welt  suited  to  the 
age  which  he  addressed.  The  positjve  merit  of  Heliodorus,  and 
still  more  of  Longus,  is  certainly  greater  than  is  usually  admitted 
nowadays.  But  for  that  time  they  were  peculiarly  suited  (and  espe- 
cially Longus)  by  their  comtunation  of  romantic  and  adventurous 
description  with  graceful  pictures  of  nature  and  amatory  inter- 
ludes. Plutarch,  on  the  other  hand,  expressed,  more  than  any 
Other  author,  the  practical  and  moralising  spirit  which  accompanied 
this  laste  for  romance.  Montaigne  confessed  that  he  could  not  do 
without  Plutarch,  and  it  may  be  doubted  whether  any  other  single 
author  of  antiquity,  after  the  Ciceronian  mania  was  over,  exercised 
such  an  influence  as  Plutarch,  through  Amyot,  North,  and  Shake- 
speare (a  direct  succes^on  of  channels),  upon  France  and 
England. 

The  merit  of  the  translator  had  not  a  little  to  do  with  [he  success 
of  the  boolts.  Here  is  the  testimony  of  the  greatest  in  a  literary 
sense  of  Amyot's  readers.  '  I  give,'  says  Montaigne, '  and  I  think 
I  am  right  in  doing  so,  the  palm  to  Jacques  Amyot  over  all  French 
writers,  not  only  for  the  simplicity  and  purity  of  his  vocabulary,  in 
which  he  surpasses  all  others,  nor  for  his  industry  in  so  long  a  task, 
nor  for  the  depth  of  his  learning  which  has  enabled  him  to  expound 
so  happily  a  writer  so  thorny  and  crabbed.  I  am  above  all  grateful 
to  him  for  having  selected  and  chosen  a  book  so  worthy  and  so 
suitable  as  a  present  to  his  country.  We  dunces  were  lost  had  not 
this  book  plucked  us  out  of  the  mire.  Thanks  to  it,  we  dare  to 
speak  and  to  write.  By  it  ladies  are  in  a  position  to  give  lessons  to 
schoolmasters.  It  is  our  very  breviary.'  This  prmse,  which  is  not 
exaggerated  in  itself,  and  still  less  when  taken  as  an  expression  of 
the  feeling  of  the  time,  refers  of  course  to  the  '  Plutarch,'  and  in 
estimating  it  it  is  necessary  to  take  account  of  Montaigne's  especial 
affection  for  the  author  translated.  But  if  we  take  in  the  lighter 
work,  and  especially  the  Daphnis  and  Chloe^  Amyot  will  stand  higher, 
not  lower.  His  merit  is  not  so  much  that  he  has  known  how  to 
adjust  himself  and  his  style  to  two  very  different  authors,  as  that 
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in  rendering  both  those  authors  he  has  written  French  of  a  most 
original  model  and  of  the  greatest  excellence.  The  common  fault  of 
translation,  the  insensible  adoption  of  a  foreign  idioni- — especially 
difficult  to  avoid  at  a  time  when  no  classical  standards  or  models  of 
the  tongue  used  by  the  translator  exist — b  here  almost  entirely 
overcome;  The  style  of  Amyot,  who  had  little  before  him,  if 
Calvin  and  Rabelais  be  excepted,  but  the  clumsy  examples  of  the 
rh/loriqutur  school,  is,  as  Montaigne  justly  says,  perfectly  simple 
and  pure ;  and  so  little  is  it  tinged  either  with  archaism  or  with 
classicism  that  the  seventeenth  century  itself,  unjnst  as  it  was  for 
the  most  part  towards  its  predecessors,  acknowledged  Its  merit. 

Although  Amyot  was  by  far  the  most  considerable  of  the  French 
translators  of  the  sixteenth  century,  he  was  not  by  any  means  the 
Ulnor  fasi.  Claude  de  Seyssel  translated  many  Greek 
TrandatoH.  authors,  Pierre  Saliat  produced  a  version  of  Herodotus, 
Lef^vre  d'Etaples  was  the  author  of  the  first  complete  French  trans- 
lation of  the  Bible,  and  a  cluster  of  learned  writers,  some  of  them 
remarkable  for  other  work,  such  as  Bonaventure  des  P^riers,  devoted 
themselves  to  Plato,  Among  these  latter  there  is  one  who. was  in 
many  ways  a  typical  representative  of  the  time,  Etienne  Dolet  '.was 
bom  at  Orleans  in  1501),  lived  a  stormy  life  diversified 
by  many  quarrels,  literary  and  theological,  did  much 
service  to  literature  both  in  Latin  and  French,  and,  falling  out  with 
the  powers  that  were,  was  burnt  (having  first  been,  as  a  matter  of 
grace  and  in  consequence  of  a  previous  recantation,  hanged)  in  the 
Place  Maubert,  at  Paris,  on  his  birthday,  August  3,  iS54'  Uolet 
had  written  m^iny  Latin  speeches  and  tractates  in  the  Ciceronian 
style — that  of  a  curious  section  of  humanists  who  entertained  an 
exclusive  and  exaggerated  devotion  to  Cicero.  Then,  becoming 
himself  a  master-printer,  he  wrote  several  small  treatises  on  French 
grammar,  some  poems,  a  short  history  of  Francis  the  First,  and 
finally,  a  translation  of  the  Platonic  or  Pseudo-Platonic  Axiochus, 
which  was  the  proximate  cause  of  his  death.  He  was  one  of  the 
earliest  of  the  French  humanist  students  to  devote  himself  to  the 

'  Dol«t*l  works  are  not  easily  accessible.  Mr.  R.  C.  Christie's  book  on  him 
(LondoD,  1880;  French  translation  (revised)  by  C.Stiyiensti,  Paris,  1886)  is  one 
of  the  best  monograpbi  on  French  literary  history  to  be  loond  in  any  langtuge. 
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vernacular,  and,  though  his  short  and  troubled  life  did  not  enable 
him  to  perfect  his  French  style,  he  is  very  interesting  as  a  speci- 
men. His  friendship  with  Marol  and  Rabelais  had  in  each  case 
an  unhappy  end.  In  the  latter  this  was  due  to  a  pirated  edition 
of  Panlagruel  and  Garganlua,  which  reproduced  expressions  that 
Rabelais,  in  the  rising  storm  of  persecution,  had  been  anxious  to 
modify.  As  a  Latin  scholar  Dolet  was  accurate  and  sound.  His 
translations  suffer  somewhat  from  the  want  of  a  sufficiently  definite 
and  flexible  French  style,  but  the  striving  after  such  a  style  is 
apparent  in  them. 

Dolet  and  the  other  persons  just  mentioned  had  translated  for 
the  most  part  prose  into  prose.  Sanson,  Hugues  Salel,  Lazare  de 
BaVf,  Sibilet,  and  others,  translated  verse  into  verse  ;  but  the  theory 
of  French  versification  had  not  as  yet  been  sufficiently  studied  to 
make  the  attempt  really  profitable.  After  the  innovations  of  the 
Pl^iade  many  of  Ronsard's  followers  bent  themselves  to  the  same 
task  with  a  better  equipment  and  vrith  more  success.  Almost  all 
the  poets  mentioned  elsewhere  executed  translations  of  more  or 
less  merit 

From  a  literary  point  of  view,  however,  the  exercises  of  the  cen- 
tury, in  what  may  be  called  applied  scholarship,  were,  leaving 
out  of  sight  for  the  moment  Am/ot's  work,  and  also  that,  presently 
to  be  mentioned,  of  Herbetay,  of  greater  merit  than  its  pure  trans- 
lations. All  the  mediaeval  legends,  assigning  classical  or  semi- 
classical  origins  to  the  populations  of  France,  were  resumed  and 
ampKlied  by  Jean  Lemaire  de  Beiges,  in  the  first  years  of  the  cen- 
tury, in  his  lUuslrations  det  Gaules.  Lemaire  belongs,  as  has  been 
said  elsewhere,  for  the  most  part  to  the  earlier  school  of  the  Rh^to- 
riqueurs,  but  his  literary  power  was  considerable.  The  style  of  re- 
search, mingling  as  it  did  antiquarian  and  historical  elements  with  a 
strong  infusion  of  what  was  purely  Lterary,  was  illustrated  during 
the  period  by  three  persons  who  deserve  special  mention.  Claude 
Fauchet  is  a  name  of  great  importance  in  French 
literary  history.  So  long  as  mediaeval  literature  ac- 
tually flourished  we  should  expect  to  find,  and  we  do  fipd,  no  atten- 
tion paid  to  its  history  and  development  Fauchet  was  the  first 
person,  so  far  as  is  known,  who  devoted  himself  to  something  like 
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Et  critical  examination  of  its  results  ;  and  as  many  of  the  materials 
which  he  had  at  his  disposal  have  perished,  his  work,  with  all  its 
drawbacks,  is  still  very  valuable.  His  AtttiquiUs  Gatdotses  et  Fran- 
coises are  purely  historical,  but  display  a  sound  spirit  of  criticism. 
His  Recutil  dt  rOrigine  dt  la  Langw  et  Po/sie  Franfotse,  Ryrtu  et 
Romans,  plus  Us  Noms  et  Sommat'res  des  (Euvres  de  CXX  VII  Poites 
Franfois  vivans  avant  Ian  MCCC,  is  a  work  for  its  period  (1581) 
almost  unique.  Philologically,  of  course,  Fauchet  is  far  from  in- 
fallible, as,  for  instance,  in  his  theory,  obviously  ipdefen^ble,  that 
French  is  a  cross  between  the  tongues  of  the  Gauls  and  the 
Romans.'  But  his  'Noms  et  Sommaires'  are  actually  taken  from 
the  study  of  manuscripts ;  and,  as  the  works  of  the  Trouvferes  had, 
with  few  exceptions,  long  dropped  out  of  sight,  except  in  late 
fifteenih-century  prose  versions,  the  attempt  to  make  ihem  known 
was  as  salutary  as  it  vas  bold. 
Fauchet  unfortunately  was  not  a  good  writer.  This  cannot  be 
said  of  his  principal  rival,  or  rather  successor,  ftienne 
i  born  at  Paris  in  1529,  and 
early  devoted  himself  to  legal  studies,  which  he  pursued  all  through 
his  life.  His  most  famous  performance  as  an  advocate  was  his 
speech  for  the  University  of  Paris  against  the  Jesuits  in  1565. 
He  afterwards  look  a  vigorous  part  in  the  Royalist  polemic  against 
the  League.  He  did  not  die  till  1615.  His  works,  as  yet  unpub- 
lished in  a  complete  form,  are  in  modern  times  accessible  chiefly 
in  the  selection  of  M.  L^on  FeugSre '.  They  are  voluminous,  but 
by  far  the  most  important  (with  the  exception  perhaps  of  the 
v.iluable  Letters)  is  the  Recherches  de  la  Frame.  This  is  a  some- 
what desultory  but  very  interesting  collection  of  remarks  on 
politics,  history,  social  changes,  and  last,  not  least,  literature.  To 
us  the  most  attractive  part  of  Pasquier's  literary  history  is  the  ac- 
count he  gives  of  the  great  poetical  and  literary  movement  of  his 
own  day,  the  revolution  of  the  Pl^iade,  or,  as  he  describes  it  pic- 
turesquely, 'De  la  Grande  Flotte  de  Pofetes  que  produisit  le  R^^e 
du  Roi  Henry  Deuxi^me.'  But  his  notes  on  the  previous  history  of 
literature  in  France,  though  necessarily  based  on  somewhat  imperfect 
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knowledge,  are  full  of  interest,  and  not  destitute  of  instruction, 
snch,  for  instance,  as  liis  chapters  on  the  farce  oi  FaiAelin,  on  Pro- 
ven9al  poetry,  on  die  formal  measures  of  the  fourteenth  century, 
etc.  Pasquier's  style  is  very  delightful.  Despite  his  erudition,  and 
even  what  may  be  called  his  Ronsardising,  he  does  not  aim  at 
the  new  severity  and  classicism.  But  his  manner  is  exceedingly 
picturesque,  perfectly  clear,  and  distinguished  by  a  sort  of  gossiping 
ingenuousness  without  any  lack  of  dignity,  the  secret  of  which  the 
sixteenth  and  early  seventeenth  centuries  in  France  and  England 
seem  to  have  possessed  and  carried  off  with  them. 

The  third  of  three  not  dissimilar  names  is  that  of  Henri  Estienne, 
His  remarkable  Apologii  pour  H/rodole,  like  not  a  few        Henri 
other  works  of  the  same  kind,  would  be  less  remark-     EBtUnno.       | 
able  if  it  were  stripped  of  borrowed  plumes ;  but  his  three  treatises 
on  French  linguistics,  the  TraiU  de  la  Con/ormiU  du  Francois  avtc  ' 
le  Gree,  the  Precellmce  dc  la  Languc  Fran^aiu,  and  the  Nouvtaux 
Dialogues  de  Langagt  Frangais  IlalianUi,  would  give  him  a  con- 
siderable place  in  the  history  of  French  literature  if  he  had  written 
no  Apologie  and  published  no  Thesaurus.    All  three  works  are 
more  or  less  directed  against  the  Italianising  mania  of  the  day. 

Here,  perhaps,  better  than  elsewhere,  may  be  mentioned  the 
name  of  another  translator,  one  of  the  best  purely  narrative  writers 
of  French  prose  during  the  century,  Herberay  des 
Essarts.  It  is  to  Herberay  that  the  famous  romance 
of  Amadis  of  Gaul  owes  most  of  its  fame.  According  to  the  most 
probable  story,  the  Amadis  was  originally  translated  by  the  Spaniard 
Montalvo  from  a  lost  Portuguese  original  of  the  fourteenth  century. 
There  is  absolutely  no  trace  of  a  French  original,  the  existence  of 
which  has  been  assumed  by  French  critics.  In  form  the  Amadis 
is  a  long  prose  Roman  d'Aventures,  distinguished  only  from  its 
French  companions  and  predecessors  by  a  somewhat  higher  strain 
of  romantic  sentiment,  and  by  a  greater  abundance  of  giants, 
dwarfs,  witches,  and  other  condiments,  which,  even  in  its  most 
lusnriant  day,  the  simpler  and  more  academic  French  taste  had 
known  how  to  do  without,  or  at  most,  to  apply  moderately.  It 
had  been  continued  in  the  Spanish  by  more  than  one  author,  and 
was  a  very  voluminous  work  when,  in  1540,  Herberay  undertook 
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to  give  a  French  version  of  it.  He,  in  his  turn,  had  conlinuators, 
but  none  who  equalled  his  popularity  or  power.  Readers  of  the 
Spanish  complain  that  Hetberay  has  not  been  a  faithful  translator, 
and!,  in  particular,  that  he  has  been  guilty  of  no  few  anachronisms. 
He  probably  troubled  himself  very  little  about  exact  fidelity  or 
strict  local  and  temporal  colour.  But  he  ranks,  in  order  of  time, 
second  only  to  Calvin  in  the  production  of  a  clear,  elegant,  and 
scholarly  French  prose  style.  The  book  became  immensely 
popular.  It  is  said  that  it  was  the  usual  reading  book  for  foreign 
students  of  French  for  a  considerable  period,  and  it  was  highly 
thought  of  by  the  best  critics  (such  as  Pasquier)  of  its  own  and 
the  next  generation.  It  had  moreover  a  great  influence  on  what 
came  after  it  To  no  single  book  can  be  so  clearly  traced  the 
heroic  romances  of  the  early  seventeenth  century, 
'  It  may  seem  somewhat  premature  to  speak  of  scientific  writers 
in  the  sixteenth  century.  Yet  there  are  three  who  usually  and 
deservedly  hold  a  place  in  French  literary  history,  and  who  cannot 
be  conveniently  classed  under  any  other  head.  There  are  few  better 

known   names   of  the    time   than    Bernard    Palissy. 

His  famous  enamels  are  no  doubt  partly  the  cause 
of  this,  but  other  artists  as  great  or  greater  are  not  nearly  so  living 
to  "us  as  this  maker  of  pottery.  He  was  bom  in  or  about  1510, 
,  at  a  village,  Chapelle  firoin,  near  Agen,  and  he  died  in  the  Bastile, 
in  1589,  a  prisoner  for  his  Protestantism.  Catherine  de  Medicis 
had  saved  him  from  the  massacre  of  St.  Bartholomew.  His  long 
life  was  occupied  mainly  in  art  and  scientific  researches,  partly 
also  in  lecturing  on  natural  history  and  physics,  and  in  writing 
accounts  of  his  investigations,  which  are  not  very  voluminous,  but 
which  possess  an  extraordinary  vividness  of  style  and  description. 
His  treatise  on  pottery,  the  Art  de  la  Terre,  contains  the  passage 
which  has  become  classical,  describing  his  desperate  efforts  to 
discover  the  secret  of  the  Italian  enamellers.  He  also  wrote  a 
RecepU  virilahU  par  laquelU  Ions  les  hommes  de  la  France  pourronl 
apprendre  h  muUipUer  el  h  augmettler  Uurs  Tr/sors,  and,  some  ten 
years  before  his  death,  a.  Dhcoun  admirable  de  la  Nature  des  Eaux 
el  Fontaines.  His  literary  work  is  an  almost  unique  r 
research  with  genuine  literary'  fancy. 


Ch.  VI.]  Calvin  and  Amyot.  aii 

Ambroise  Par^,  also  a  famous  name,  was  bom  about  the  same 
time  as  Palissy,  and  died  the  year  after  him.  A  Treethinker  in  his 
way,  he  was  no  obstinate  adherent  of  the  dangerous 
heresy  which  was  so  fatal,  or,  at  least,  so  incon- 
venient, to  many  other  men  of  science  and  letters,  and  for  the 
last  forty  years  of  his  life  he  was  court-surgeon.  His  literary 
work  is  not  inconsiderable,  consisting  chiefly  of  professional 
treatises  memorable  in  surgical  history.  The  most  interesting 
of  his  books,  however,  from  a  general  point  of  j  view,  and,  as 
it  happens,  also  by  far  the  best  written,  is  his  Apologie  el  Vryages, 
a  kind  of  autobiography  which  contains  a  large  collection  of 
anecdotes  and  details,  not  unimportant  for  the  history  of  the 
time,  as  well  as  of  much  personal  interest.  The  style  of  this 
book  is  often  vivid  and  picturesque,  as  well  as  clear  and  precise. 

It  was  fitting  that  agriculture,  which  is  the  staple  industry  of 
France,  should  contribute  to  her  literature  at  this  period — the  most 
genuine  and  exuberant  period  of  its  history,  if  not  that  which  pro- 
duced the  most  minutely  finished  work.  The  TMdtre  de  FAgrt- 
culture  el  4u  Mfnage  des  Champs  of  Olivier  de  Serres  Olivier  de 
was  published  in  the  last  year  of  the  century.  The  Serros. 
author  was  a  native  of  the  town  of  Villeneuve  du  Berg,  in  the 
present  department  of  Ardfeche.  He  was  a  Protestant  and  a  great 
favourite  of  Henri  IV.,  to  whom  he  was  useful  in  developing 
Sully's  plans  of  internal  economy.  The  Th/dlre  de  F Agricul/ure 
was  long  the  classic  book  on  the  subject,  and  the  author  has 
been  honoured,  in, quite  recent  times,  by  statues  and  other  de- 
monstrations. Like  most  books  of  the  kind,  it  is  much  overlaid 
with  erudition,  but  this  only  adds  to  its  picturesqueness ;  and,  as 
the  author's  precepts  were  founded  on  a  life's  experience  of  his 
subject,  it  certainly  cannot  be  reproached  with  a  want  of  practical 
knowledge  and  aim. 

Not  a  few  other  authors  would  require  notice,  if  space  per- 
mitted, in  this  class  of  scientific  and  erudite  authors,  particularly 
in  the  class  of  linguistics  and  literature.  Such  is  Geoffroy  Tory, 
a  printer,  grammarian,  and  prose-writer  of  merit  in  the  early  part 
of  the  century,  who  anticipated  Rabelais  in  his  protest  against  the 
indiscriminate  Latinisation  of  the  later  Rh^toriqueurs,     Not  a  few 
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other  writers,  such  as  Pelletier  and  Fontsune,  busied  themselves 
during  the  period  with  grammar  and  prosody ;  while  towards  the 
dose  of  it,  the  first  French  bibliographers  of  eminence.  La  Croix 
du  Maine,  and  Du  Verdier,  made  their  appearance.  But  the  works 
of  all  these,  as  rather  ancillary  to  literature  than  actually  literary, 
must  here  be  passed  over. 
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CHAPTER  VII. 

MONTAIGNE  AND  BRANt6mE. 

A  PERIOD  of  enthusiasm  passes  naturally  and  almost  necessarily 
into  one  of  scepticism,  and  it  is  in  no  way  surprising  that  the 
prominent  literary  figure  of  the  second  half  of  the  sixteenth 
century  in  France  should  have  taken  for  .his  motto  rather  '  Que 
sais-je  ? '  than,  like  Rabelais,  '  Sursum  Corda.'  The  early 
hopes  of  the  Renaissance  had  been  curiously  disap-  pj^^^jj^^, 
pointed.  The  Reformation  had  resulted  not  merely  mentofths 
in  cruel  and  destructive  civil  war,  but  in  the  fonaa-  I*** 
tion,  in  too  many  cases,  of  a  Protestantism  not  less  °"*»"»<=8. 
imperious  and  far  more  illiberal  than  the  Catholicism  against  which 
it  protested.  The  economic  and  social  effects  of  the  discovery  of 
the  New  World  had  been  equally  discouraging,  and  ev»n  the  re- 
covery of  classical  learning  had  produced  a  race  of  pedants  almost 
as  trifling  as  the  last  doting  defenders  of  scholasticism.  The  evils 
of  the  civil  state  of  France,  moreover,  drove  nearly  all  the  best 
men  into  the  sect  of  Poliliques,  or  Trimmers,  who  avowedly  re- 
garded high  questions  of  truth  and  faith  as  subordinate  to  a  politic 
opportunism.  The  age  had  not  lost  its  power  of  enjoyment  of 
affairs  and  of  pleasure,  but  its  appetite  for  higher  things  was 
somewhat  blunted.  In  this  state  of  matters  a  few  persons,  of 
whom  Montaigne  was  incomparably  the  most  important,  philoso- 
phised sceptically  about  life,  and  a  great  many,  of  whom  Braniflme 
is  the  most  typical,  took  pleasure  in  describing  the  ways  and  acts 
of  an  aristocracy  which  combined  extraordinary  luxury  and  cor- 
ruption with  great  love  of  wit,  singular  intellectual  ability,  and  a 
keen  interest  in  war  and  business. 

Michel   Eyquem,    Sieur    de   Montdgne',    was  bom,  'between 

'  Ed.  LeClerc  (4 vols..  Puis,  1866);  Louandiej  CoaTl>«t  and  Rc^er  (Paris, 
1872-1877).  Commentaries  are  very  nnnierong;  M.  Paul  Stapfcr's(Farls,  1895) 
is  one  of  the  best. 
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eleven  and  twelve  o'clock  of  the  day'  (the  detail  is  characler- 
istic),  on  the  28th  of  February,  1533,  at  the  cMUau 
from  which  he  derived  his  name,  and  which  he 
has  made  illustrious.  Montaigne  is  situated  in  the  old  province 
of  Perigord,  or,  according  to  modem  nomenclature,  in  the  de- 
partment of  Dordogne  and  the  airondissement  of  Bergerac.  It 
is  at  no  great  distance  from  Bordeaux.  The  family  was  long 
believed  from  a  phrase  of  Montaigne's  own  to  have  been  of 
English  extraction,  introduced  during  the  long  tenure  of  Aquitaine 
by  our  sovereigns.  But  recent  and  industrious  researches  have 
shown  that  it  may  with  greater  probability  have  been  of  local 
origin  and  j'eoman  status.  Pierre  Eyquem,  the  father,  had  filled 
many  important  municipal  offices  at  Bordeaux.  Michel  was  his 
third  son  among  nine  childrenj  but  by  the  death  of  his  elder 
brothers  he  inherited  the  family  estate.  He  was  educated  early, 
and  after  the  manner  of  a  time  when  education  was  a  subject  on 
which  almost  all  men  of  independent  thought  rode  hobbies, 
Latin  he  learnt  by  conversation  at  a  very  early  age,  Greek  as  a 
kind  of  amusement.  At  the  mature  age  of  six  he  was  placed  at 
(he  College  de  Guyenne  in  Bordeaux,  not  the  least  famous  of  the 
famous  schools  of  the  time,  for  there  it  was  that  Buchanan, 
Muretus,  and  Gu^rente,  by  the  Latin  plays  which  they  wrote 
for  their  scholars  to  act,  introduced  the  Senecan  drama  into 
France  and  showed  the  way  to  the  French  tragedy  of  the  Pl^iade. 
Seven  years  of  study  completed  Montaigne's  school  education  at 
the  age  of  thirteen,  when  nowadays  boys  quit  their  preparatory 
cradles.  He  was  set  to  work  at  law,  but  little  positive  is  known 
of  him  for  many  years.  In  1554,  being  then  twenty-one,  he  was 
made  counsellor  in  the  Bordeaux  ParUmenl,  and  in  1566  he 
married  Fran^oise  de  la  Chassaigne,  daughter  of  one  of  his  col- 
leagues. Except  casual  references  in  the  Essays,  which  are  seldom 
precise,  all  we  know  of  him  during  these  years  is  his  friendship 
with  Etienne  de  la  BoStie.  He  almost  certainly  served  one  or 
more  campaigns;  but  the  most  positive  thing  that  can  be  said 
of  his  middle  life  is  that,  according  to  an  existing  inscription  of 
his  own,  he  finally  retired,  in  i57i,on  his  thirty-eighth  birthday, 
to    the   ehdteau    which    had    become    his    by    his    father's    death 
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two  years  previously.  He  had  already  translated  the  Theologia 
Naluralis  of  Raymond  de  Sebonde,  In  the  year  of  his  redremenl 
he  edited  the  works  of  La  Bo€tie.  But  he  now  began  a  much 
more  important  task.  The  first  two  books  of  the  Essais  appeared 
in  1580;  and  immediately  afterwards  Montdgne,  who  suffered  from 
severe  internal  disorders,  visited  Italy,  Switzerland,  and  Germany, 
which  visit  he  recorded  in  a  journal  of  no  great  interest  While 
at  the  baths  of  I^ucca,  he  received  the  news  of  his  appoint- 
ment as  mayor  of  Bordeaux,  and  hastened  home.  In  1588  he 
published  the  third  Book  of  the  Eisays,  and  had  troubles  wi(b 
the  Leaguers  in  Paris.  Four  years  afterwards,  on  the  13th  Sep- 
tember, 1592,  he  died  of  quinsy.  Although  Montaigne's  municipa] 
and  legal  appointments  at  Bordeaux  are  all  that  we  knowhimto  have 
enjoyed,  he  is  styled '  gentleman  in  ordinary  to  the  king,'  and  letters 
extant  from  and  to  Charles  IX.,  Henri  III.,  and  Henri  IV.,  show  him 
to  have  enjoyed  a  considerable  social  as  well  as  literary  position. 
He  was  a  knight  of  the  Order  of  St.  Michael  By  his  wife  be  had 
several  children,  but  all  died  young,  except  one  daughter,  who  sur- 
vived him  and  left  offspring.  His  adopted  daughter^  however. 
Mademoiselle  de  Gournay,  a  celebrated  character  of  the  next  age, 
and  the  first  editor  of  his  complete  works  after  his  death,  is  better 
known. 

A  complete  abstract  of  Montaigne's  work  cannot  be  here  at- 
tempted, and  indeed  no  such  thing  is  possible,  because  the  work 
itself  is  absolutely  destitute  of  general  plan  and  exhibits  no  unity 
but  a  unity  of  spirit  and  treatment.  Whether  Montaigne  himself 
invented  the  famous  title  Essays  or  not,  is  a  matter  of  the  very 
smallest  importance.  It  is  certain  that  he  was  the  first  to  give  the 
word  its  modern  meaning,  though  he  dealt  with  his  subjects  in  a 
spirit  of  audacious  dcsultoriness,  which  many  of  his  successors  have 
endeavoured  to  imitate,  but  which  few  have  imitated  successfully. 
Jlis  nominal  subject  is,  as  a  rule,  merely  a  starting-point,  or  at  the 
most  a  text.  He  allows  himself  to  be  diverted  from  it  by  any  game 
which  crosses  his  path,  and  diverges  as  readily  from  his  new  direc- 
tion. Abundant  citation  from  the  classics  is  one  of  his  chief 
characteristics ;  but  the  two  main  points  which  differentiate  him  are, 
first,  the  audacious  egotism  and  frankness  with  which  he  discourses 
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of  his  private  alfairs  and  exhibits  himself  in  undress;  secondly,  the 
flavour  of  subtle  scepticism  which  he  diffuses  over  his  whole  work. 
Both  these  are  susceptible  of  a  good  deal  of  misconstruction,  and 
both  no  doubt  have  been  a  good  deal  misconstrued.  His  egotism, 
like  most  egotism,  is  a  compound  of  frankness  and  affectation,  and 
its  sincerity  is  not,  as  an  attraction,  equal  to  the  easy  garrulity 
for  which  it  affords  an  occasion  of  display.  His  scepticism,  how- 
ever, is  altogether  sui  generis.  It  is  not  exuberant,  like  that  of 
Rabelais,  nor  sneering,  like  that  of  Voltaire,  nor  despairing,  like 
that  of  Pascal,  nor  merely  inquisitive  and  scholarly,  like  that  of 
Bayle.  There  is  no  reason  for  disbelieving  Montaigne's  sincere 
and  conscious  orthodoxy  in  the  ecclesiastical  sense.  But  his  own 
temperament,  assisted  no  doubt  by  the  political  and  ecclesiastical 
circumstances  already  described,  by  indifferent  bodily  health,  and 
by  the  period,  if  not  exactly  of  excess,  at  any  rate  of  free  living, 
in  his  younger  days,  to  which  he  so  constantly  alludes,  had  pro- 
duced in  him  a  general  feeling  that  the  proi  and  cans  of  different 
opinions  and  actions  balance  each  other  more  evenly  than  is 
generally  ^bought.  He  looks  on  life  with  a  kind  of  ironical 
enjoyment,  and  the  three  books  of  his  Essays  might  be  de- 
scribed as  a  vast  gallery  of  pictures  illustrating  the  results  of  his 
contemplations. 

There  are  some  considerable  differences  between  the  earlier 
and  later  Essays,  one  of  the  most  obvious  of  which  concerns  the 
point  of  length.  Thus  the  first  book  consists  of  fifty-seven  essays, 
occupying  rather  more  than  500  pages ',  or  an  average  of  less  than 
ten  pages  each.  The  second  (exclusive  of  the  long  '  Apologie  de 
Raymond  Sebonde,'  which  occupies  300  pages  by  itself)  contains 
thirty-six  essays,  of  nearly  500  pages  in  all,  or  about  twelve  pages 
each.  These  books  were  published  together,  and  may  be  presumed 
to  have  been  written  more  or  less  at  the  same  time.  But  the  third 
and  last  book,  though  it  cont^ns  full  550  pages,  has  only  thirteen 
essays,  which  thus  average  more  than  forty  pages  each,  though 
thdr  length  is  very  unequal.  Montaigne  had,  no  doubt,  found 
that  his  pillar-to- post  method  of  discourse  was  sufficiently  attractive 
to  make  fresh  starting-points  and  definite  titles  unnecessary ;  thus 
'  The  refeieiices  are  to  the  edition  of  Loiiandie. 
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in  the  third  book,  his  subjecls  (at  least  his  professed  subjects)  are 
sometimes  much  wider,  and  sometimes  much  more  whimsical,  than 
in  the  two  first.  Oedipus  himself  could  faardi)'  divine  the  actual 
subject  of  the  essay  'Sur  des  Vers  de  Virgile,'  or  guess  that  a 
paper  '  Sur  les  Coches  '  would  in  reality  busy  itself  with  the  ques- 
tion what  virtues  are  most  proper  to  a  sovereign.  On  the  other 
hand,  such  large  titles  as  '  De  la  Vaniti  de  I'Exp^rience,'  etc.  give 
room  for  almost  any  and  every  excursion.  All  these  are  in  the 
last  book;  the  shorter  essays  of  the  two  first  for  the  most  part 
deal  more  definitely  with  their  nominal  subjects,  which  are  most 
frequently  moral  brocards  :  such  as '  Le  Profit  de  I'Un  est  Dommage 
de  1' Autre,' '  Par  Divers  Moyens  on  arrive  k  Pareille  Fin,'  etc. 

Id  a  literary  history,  however,  of  the  scale  and  plan  of  this 
present,  the  question  of  Montaigne's  subjects  and  sentiments,  in- 
teresting as  it  is,  must  not  be  allowed  to  obscure  the  question  of 
the  expression  which  he  gave  to  these  sentiments.  His  book  is  of 
the  greatest  importance  in  the  history  of  French  style,  of  an  im- 
portance indeed  which  has  been  by  no  means  invariably  recognised 
by  French  literary  historians  themselves.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  he  at  once  attained,  and  never  lost,  an  immense  popularity. 
Thus  the  comparative  oblivion  which,  owing  to  the  reforms  of  the 
early  seventeenth  century  and  the  brilliant  period  of  production 
which  followed  them,  overtook  most  of  the  men  of  the  Renaissance, 
did  not  touch  Montaigne.  He,  with  Rabelais,  remained  a  well  of 
undefiled  French,  which  all  the  artificial  filtering  of  Malherbe  and 
Boileau  could  Aot  deprive  of  its  refreshing  and  fertilising  power. 
Writing,  too,  at  a  period  subsequent,  instead  of  anterior  to  the 
innovations  of  the  Fl^iade,  Montaigne  was  able  to  incorporate, 
and  thus  to  save,  not  a  few  of  the  neologisms  which,  valuable  as 
they  were,  the  purists  of  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth  centuries 
neglected.  Many  words  which  bis  immediate  contemporaries,  and 
still  more  his  successors,  condemned,  have  made  good  their  footing 
in  the  language,  owing  beyond  all  doubt  to  his  influence.  His  style, 
too,  was  valuable  for  something  else  besides  its  vocabulary.  It 
entered  so  seldom  into  the  plan  of  Rabelais  to  write  in  any  other 
than  a  burlesque  tone,  that  he  was  rarely  able  to  display  his  ovni 
incomparable  faculty  of  writing  ordinary  French,  pure,  vigorous, 
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graceful,  and  flesible  at  once.  The  tale-tellers  and  memoir- writers 
of  the  time  matured  an  excellent  narrative  style,  but  one  less  suited 
for  other  forms  of  writing.  The  theologians  often  obeyed  the 
Latinising  influence  too  implicitly.  But  Montaigne,  with  his  wide 
■  variety  of  subject,  required  and  wrought  out  for  himself  a  corre- 
sponding variety  of  style.  His  very  discursiveness  and  the  constant 
flow  of  new  thoughts  that  welled  up  in  him  helped  him  to  avoid  the 
great  curse  of  all  the  vulgar  tongues  in  the  Renaissance — the  long 
jointed  sentence ;  the  easy  colloquial  manner  at  which  he  aimed 
reflected  itself  in  a  Style  less  ^miliar  indeed  than  avowed  burlesque, 
but  at  the  same  time  more  familiar  than  any  writer  had  before  used 
in  treating  of  similar  subjects.  Yet  no  one  was  more  capable  than 
Montaigne,  on  the  rare  occasions  when  he  judged  it  proper,  of 
showing  his  mastery  of  sustained  and  lofty  eloquence.  The  often- 
quoted  passage  in  which  he  rebukes  the  vanity  of  man  (who,  without 
letters  patent  or  privilege,  assumes  to  himself  the  honour  of  being 
the  only  created  being  cognisant  of  the  secret  of  the  universe)  yields 
to  nothing  that  had  been  written  or  was  to  be  written  for  many 
years,  fertile  as  the  sixteenth  and  early  seventeenth  centuries  were 
in  both  its  characteristics,  solemnity  and  dignity  of  expression. 
That  a  book  which  was  thus  rich  in  vocabulary,  richer  still  in  idio- 
syncrasy of  expression,  gracefully  familiar  in  general  style,  and 
admirably  eloquent  in  occasional  passages,  should  at  once  become 
popular,  and  should  remain  so,  could  not  be  without  a  happy  effect 
on  the  general  standard  of  Uterary  taste  and  the  general  acquaintance 
with  the  capabilities  of  the  French  language.  That  Montaigne 
himself  was  a  sound  critical  judge  and  not  merely  a  lucky  practi- 
tioner of  style,  may  be  judged  from  his  singling  out  Amyot  as  the 
great  master  of  it  among  his  own  immediate  predecessors.  In  so 
far,  indeed,  as  prose  style  goes,  master  and  scholar  must  undoubt- 
edly take  rank  at  the  head  of  all  the  writers  of  the  century  when 
bulk  and  variety  of  examples  are  Uken  into  account. 

Although,  as  has  been  already  noted,  Montaigne  has  many  sides, 
his  most  striking  peculiarity  may  be  said  to  be  the  mixture  of 
philosophical  speculation,  especially  on  ethical  and  political  topics, 
with  attention  to  the  historical  side  of  human  life  both  in  the  past 
and  in  the  presenU      He  was,  however,  by  no    means  the  only 
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teacher  of  ethics  and  political  philosophy  in  his  century.  His 
own  mantle  was  taken  up,  or  attempted  to  be  taken  up,  by  Piftrre 
Charron'.  Born  at  Paris  in  1541,  Charron  was  well  „^  ■ 
educated;  studied  law,  in  which  he  proceeded  to  a 
doctor's  degree,  and  was  called  to  the  Paris  bar,  but  then  suddenly 
entered  the  Church,  and  became  renowned  as  a  preacher.  He 
even  thought  of  embracing  the  monastic  life — a  waste  of  ability 
which  the  ecclesiastical  authorities,  conscious  of  their  need  of  elo- 
quent advocates,  did  not  permit  Charron  belonged  rather  to  the 
moderate  01  politique  party  than  to  the  fanatics  of  Cathohcism,  and 
he  directly  attacked  the  League  in  his  Discows  Chr^liem,  published 
in  1589.  Five  years  later  appeared  a  regular  theological  treatise 
entitled  Les  Trots  V/riUs,  affirming,  first,  the  unity  of  God,  and 
consequently  of  orthodox  religion ;  •  secondly,  the  sole  authority 
of  Christianity  among  religions;  thirdly,  the  sole  authority  of  Ca- 
tholicism among  .Christian  churches  and  sects.  He  held  various 
preferments,  and  was  a  member  of  the  special  synod  held  to  admit 
Henri  IV.  to  the  Roman  communion.  The  only  work  by  which  he 
is  generally  remembered,  the  treatise  De  la  SagesM,  was  published 
in  1601.  Charron  died  two  years  later,  after  preparing  a  second 
and  somewhat  altered  edition  of  the  book.  Charron  was  a  personal 
friend  of  Montaigne,  was  undoubtedly  his  disciple,  and  borrowed 
largely,  and  in  many  cases  verbally,  from  the  Essais,  His  book, 
however,  is  far  inferior  both  in  style  and  matter  to  his  master's, 
and  Pope's  praise  of  '  more  wise  Charron '  can  be  due  only  to  the 
fact  that  it  is-rouch  more  definitely  sceptical  In  curious  contrast 
to  its  author's  dogmatically  theological  treatise,  De  la  Sagesse  goes 
to  prove  that  all  religions  are  more  or  less  of  human  origin,  and 
that  they  are  all  indebted  one  to  the  other.  The  casuistry  of 
the  Renaissance  on  these  points  was,  however,  peculiar;  and  it 
.  has  been  supposed,  with  great  show  of  reason,  that  Charron  re- 
■garded  orthodoxy  as  a  valuable  and  necessary-  condition  for  the 
common  run  of  men,  while  the  elect  would  prefer  a  refined 
Agnosticism. 

These  sceptical  opinions  were  by  no  means  the  invention  of 

Montaigne;  they  were  part  of  the  new  learning  grafted  by  the  study 

^  Dt  la  Soigesst,     1  vols.     Paris,  1789, 
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of  the  classics  on  the  thought  of  the  middle  ages,  and  bad  been 
long  anticipated,  not  merely  in  Italy  but  in  France  itself.  The  poet 
and  tale-teller,  Bonaventure  des  P^riers,  had,  as  has  been  ssud,  almost 
directly  satirised  Christianity  in  the  Cymia/um  Mundi,  which  created 
,.  -r,  ,  so  great  a  scandal.  On  the  other  hand,  GuiUaume  du 
Vair,  a  lawyer  and  speaker  of  eminence,  sought,  by 
combining  Stoicism  and  Christianity,  to  oppose  this  sceptical  ten- 
dency. Du  Vair  was  a  writer  of  great  meri^  who  exactly  reversed 
the  course  of  Charron,  beginning  with  theology  and  ending  with 
law,  though  he  died  in  double  harness,  aS  keeper  of  the  Seals  and 
bishop  of  Lisieux.  His  moral  works'  were  numerous:  Saintt 
PhUosophie,  De  la  Philosophic  des  Sloiques,  Dt  'la  Constance  el  Cott- 
solalion  des  Calamit/s  Publiques.  He  translated,  not  merely  Epic- 
tetus,  which  may  be  regarded  as  part  of  his  ethical  work,  but 
numerous  speeches  of  the  Greek  and  Latin  orators.  He  was  himself 
a  great  speaker,  and  his  best  work  is  his  Difcours  sur  la  Loi 
Salique,  which  contributed  powerfully  to  the  overthrow  of  the 
project  for  recognising  the  Infanta  as  Queen  of  France.  He  also 
wrote  a  regular  treatise  on  French  oratory.  The  style  of  Du  Vair 
IS  modelled  with  some  closeness  on  his  classical  patterns,  but 
without  any  trace  of  pedantry. 

A  greater  name  than  Du  Vair's  in  purely  philosophical  politics 
Hodinand  '^  '^'  '^^  J^*"  Bodin ',  who  in  his  conception  of 
other  PoliM- '  Sovereignty,'  of  climatic  influence  and  other  things,  is 
oal  Writor».  (j,g  pjecursof  of  Hobbes  and  Montesquieu.  Bom  at 
Augers  in  1 530,  he  became  a  lawyer,  was  king's  procureur  at  Laon, 
and  died  there  in  1596.  His  great  work,  entitled  after  Plato  La  Re- 
puilique,  a.fipcaxed  in  1578.  It  was  first  published  in  French,  but 
afterwards  enlarged  and  reissued  by  the  author  in  L.atin.  Bodin 
follows  both  Plato  and  Aristotle  to  some  extent,  but  especially 
Aristotle,  in  his  .approach  and  treatment  of  his  subject.  But,  un-  , 
like  his  masters,  Bodin  declares  for  absolute  monarchy,  of  course  ■ 
wisely  and  temperately  administered.  The  general  literary  sentiment 
was  perhaps  the  other  way.  The  affection  of  Montaigne,  and 
a  certain  fertility  of  rhetorical    commonplace  which  has   always 

'  Eld.  1641.  »  Ed.  1578. 
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seduced  Frenchmen  in  political  matters,  have  given  undue  reputation 
to  the  Contre-un  or  Discours  de  la  Servitude  volonlaire  of  £tienne  de 
la  Bo€tie'.  In  reality  it  is  but  a  schoolboy  theme,  recalling  the 
silly  chatter  about  Harmodius  and  Brutus  which  was  popular 
at  the  time  of  (he  Revolution.  Many  other  political  works  were 
published  in  the  course  of  the  religious  wars,  but  having  been  for 
the  most  part  written  in  Latin,  or  translated  by  others  than  their 
authors,  they  do  not  concern  us.  The  excellent  Michel  de 
I'Hospital,  however,  published  many  speeches,  letters,  and  pamph- 
lets on  the  side  of  conciliation,  for  the  most  part  better  intended 
than  written ;  and  the  ^rnous  Protestants  La  None  and  Duplessis- 
Momay  were  frequent  writers  on  political  subjects. 

The  complement  and  counterpart  of  this  moralising  on  human 
business  ^nd  pleasure  is  necessarily  to  be  found  in  chronicles  of 
that  bu^neas  and  that  pleasure  as  actually  pursued.  In  these 
the  sixteentii  centuiy  is  extraordinarily  rich.  Correspondence 
bad  hardly  yet  attained  the  importance  in  French  literatmre 
which  it  afterwards  acquired,  but  professed  history  and,  still 
more,  personal  memoirs  were  lai^ely  written.  The  name  of 
Brantdme'  has  been  chosen  as  the  central  and  re-  „ 
presentative  name  of  this  section  of  wnters,  because 
he  is  on  the  whole  the  most  original  and  certmnly  the  most  famous 
of  them.  His  work,  moreover,  has  more  than  one  point  of  re- 
semblance to  that  of  the  great  contemporary  author  with  whom 
he  is  linked  at  the  head  of  this  chapter.  Brant6me  neither  wrote 
actual  history  nor  directiy  personal  memoirs,  but  desultory  bio- 
graphical essays,  forming  a  curious  and  perhaps  designed  pendant  to 
the  desultory  moral  essays  of  his  neighbour  Montaigne.  Around  him 
rank  many  writers,  some  historians  pure  and  simple,  some  memoir- 
writers  pure  and  simple,  of  whom  not  a  few  approach  him  in 
literary  genius,  and  surpass  him  in  correctness  and  finish  of  style, 
while  almost  all  exceed  him  in  whatever  advantage  may  be  derived 

'  Ed.  Feugire.    P»ri»,  1846. 

'  Ed.  Bnchoa.  1  vols.  Paris,  1839.  Edited  in  11  toI».  foi  the  Soci^K  de 
I'Histoite  de  France  b;  M.  Lahnoe  (Puis,  1864-S1).  KMraie,  who  va» 
a  great  admirer  of  Brantdme,  b^an  an  editjoD  foi  the  Bibliotbiqne  EWvlrienae, 
which  was  contiaued  bj  M.  Lacooi. 
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from  uniformity  of  plan,  and  from  regard  to  the  decencies  of 
literature. 

Piene  de  Bourdeille[s]  (who  derived  the  name  by  which  he  is, 
and  indeed  was  during  his  lifetime,  generally  known  from  an  abbacy 
given  to  him  by  Henri  II.  when  he  was  still  a  boy),  was  bom  about 
1540,  in  the  province  of  Perigord,  but  the  exact  date  and  place  of 
his  birth  have  not  been  ascertained.  He  was  the  third  son  of 
Francois,  Comte  de  Bourdeilles,  and  his  mother,  Anne  de  Vivonne 
dc  la  Chataigneraie,  was  the  sister  of  the  famous  duellist  whose  en- 
counter with  Jarnac  his  nephew  has  described  in  a  well-known  pas- 
sage. In  the  court  of  Marguerite  d'AngoulSme,  the  literary  nursery 
of  so  great  a  part  of  the  talent  of  France  at  this  time,  he  passed  his 
early  youth,  went  to  school  at  Paris  and  at  Poitiers,  and  was  made 
Abb^  de  Brant6me  at  the  age  of  sixteen.  He  was  thus  sufficiently 
provided  for,  and  he  never  took  any  orders,  but  was  a  courtier 
and  a  soldier  throughout  the  whole  of  bis  active  life.  Indeed 
almost  the  first  use  he  made  of  his  benefice  was  to  equip  himself 
and  a  respectable  suite  for  a  journey  into  Italy,  where  he  served 
under  the  Mar^chal  de  Brissac.  He  accompanied  Mary  Stuart  to 
Scotland,  served  in  the  Spanish  army  in  Africa,  volunteered  for 
the  relief  of  Malta  from  the  Turks,  and  again  for  the  expedition 
destined  to  assist  Hungary  against  Soliman,  and  in  other  ways  led 
the  life  of  a  knight-errant  The  religious  wars  in  his  own  country 
gave  him  plenty  of  employment ;  but  in  the  reigns  of  Charles  IX, 
and  Henri  III.  he  was  more  particularly  attached  to  the  suite  of 
the  queen  dowager  and  her  daughter  Marguerite.  He  was,  how- 
ever, somewhat  disappointed  in  his  hopes  of  recompense ;  and 
ai\er  hesitating  for  a  time  between  the  Royalists,  the  Leaguers, 
and  the  Spaniards,  he  left  the  court,  retired  into  private  life,  and 
began  to  write  his  memoirs,  partly  in  consequence  of  a  severe 
accident  He  seems  to  have  begun  to  write  about  1594,  and  he 
lived  for  twenty  years  longer,  dying  on  the  rgth  of  July,  1614. 

.The  form  of  Brantfime's  works  is,  as  has  been  said,  peculiar. 
They  are  usually  divided  into  two  parts,  dealing  respectively  with 
men  and  women.  The  first  part  in  its  turn  consists  of  many  sub- 
divisions, the  chief  of  which  is  made  up  of  the  Via  da  Grands 
Capitaims  l&frangers  tt  Franfots,  while  others  consist  of  separate 
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disquisitions  or  essays,  Des  Rodomontades  Espagnolts,  '  On  some 
Duels  and  Challenges  in  France'  and  elsewhere,  'On  cert^n 
Retreats,  and  how  they  are  sometimes  better  than  Battles/  etc. 
Of  the  part  which  is  devoted  to  women  the  chief  portion  is  the 
celebrated  Davus  Galantes,  which  is  preceded  by  a  series  of  Vies 
des  Dames  lUusires,  matching  the  Grands  Capitaines.  The  Damts 
Galantes  is  subdivided  into  eight  discourses,  with  titles  which  smack 
of  Montaigne,  as  thus,  'Qu'il  n'est  bien  s^ant  de  parler  mal  des 
honnestes  dames  bien  qu'elles  fassent  I'amour,' '  S^avoir  qui  est  plus 
belle  chose  en  amour,'  etc.  These  discourses  are,  however,  in 
reality  little  but  a  congeries  of  anecdotes,  often  scandalous  enough. 
Besides  these,  his  principal  works,  Brant6me  left  divers  Opuscula, 
some  of  which  are  definitely  literary,  dealing  chiefly  with  Lucan. 
None  of  his  works  were  published  in  his  lifetime,  nor  did  any 
appear  in  print  until  1659.  Meanwhile  manuscript  copies  had, 
as  usual,  been  multiplied,  with  the  result,  also  usual,  that  the  text 
was  much  falsified  and  mutilated. 

The  great  merit  of  Brant6me  lies  in  the  extraordinary  vividness 
of  his  powers  of  literary  presentment.  His  style  is  careless, 
though  it  is  probable  that  the  carelessness  is  not  unstudied.  But 
his  irregular,  brightly  coloured,  and  easily  flowing  manner  repre- 
sents, as  hardly  any  age  has  ever  been  represented,  the  character- 
istics of  the  great  society  of  lus  time.  It  is  needless  to  say  that 
the  morals  of  that  time  were  utterly  corrupt,  but  Brantfime  accepts 
them  with  a  placid  complacency  which  is  almost  innocent  No 
writer,  perhaps,  has  ever  put  things  more  disgraceful  on  paper ; 
but  no  writer  has  ever  written  of  such  things  in  such  a  perfectly 
natural  manner.  Brant6me  was  in  his  way  a  hero-worshipper,  though 
his  heroes  and  heroines  were  sometimes  oddly  coupled.  Bayard  and 
Marguerite  <ie  Valois  represent  his  ideals,  and  a  good  knight  or 
a.  beautiful  lady  de  par  k  monde  can  do  no  wrong.  This  unques- 
tioning acceptance  of,  and  belief  in,  the  moral  standards  of  his 
own  society,  give  a  genuineness  and  a  freshness  to  his  work  which 
are  very  rare  in  literature.  Few  writers,  again,  have  had  the  knack 
of  hitting  off  character,  superficially  it  is  true,  yet  with  sufficient 
distinction,  which  Brant6me  has.  There  is  something  individual 
about  all  the  innumerable  characters  who  move  across  his  stage. 
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and  something  thoroughly  human  about  ail,  even  the  anonymous 
men  and  women,  who  appear  for  a  moment  as  the  actors  in  some 
too  frequently  discreditable  scene.  With  all  this  there  is  a  con- 
siderable vein  of  moralising  in  Brantdme  which  serves  to  throw 
up  the  relief  of  bis  actual  narratives.  He  has  sometimes  been 
compared  to  Pepys,  but,  except  in  point  of  garrulity  and  of  readi- 
ness to  set  down  on  paper  anything  that  came  into  their  heads, 
there  is  little  likeness  between  the  two.  Brantdme  was  emphati- 
cally an  icrivam  (imscholarly  and  Italianised  as  his  phrase  some- 
tunes  appears,  if  judged  by  the  standards  of  a  severer  age),  and 
some  of  the  best  passages  &oro  his  works  are  among  the  most 
striking  examples  of  French  prose. 
Next  to  Brantdme,  and  in  some  respects  above  him,  though  of  a 
somewhat  less  remarkable  idiosyncrasy,  come  Montluc, 
La  Noue,  and  D'Aubign^,  with  Marguerite  de  Valois 
not  far  behind.  Blaise  de  Lasseran-Massencdme,  Seigneur  de 
Montluc',  was  a  ^ical  cadcl  de  Gascogm,  though  he  was  not, 
strictly  speaking,  a  cadet,  being  the  eldest  son  of  a  fortuneless 
bouse.  He  became  page  to  Antoine  of  Lorraine,  and  made  his 
first  camp^gn  under  the  orders  of  Bayard,  fighting  through  the 
whole  of  the  Italian  war,  and  being  knighted  on  the  field  at 
Consoles.  In  the  next  reign  he  was  promoted  to  high  command, 
and  held  Sienna  agfunst  the  Imperialists  with  distinguished  gallantry 
and  skilL  When  the  civil  war  broke  out  he  was  made  Governor 
of  Guyenne,  where  he  maintained  order  with  the  strong  hand, 
'heading  and  hanging'  Catholics  and  Protestants  alike,  if  they 
showed  signs  of  disloyalty.  Ruthless  as  he  was,  he  was  one  of 
the  few  great  officers  who  refused  to  participate  in  the  massacre 
of  St.  Bartholomew.  He  was  made  a  marshal  in  1574,  and  died 
three  years  later.  Montluc's  Memoirs  are  purely  military,  and  the 
most  famous  description  of  them  is  that  of  Henri  IV.,  who  called 
them  the  soldier's  Bible.  His  style  is  concise,  free  from  the 
slightest  attempt  at  elaborate  ornament,  but  admirably  picturesque 
and  clear.  His  account  of  his  exploit  at  Sienna  is  one  of  the 
capital '  chapters  of  French  military  history.     But   almost    any 
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page  of  Montluc  possesses  eminently  the  characteristics  which  great 
generals  from  Csesar  downwards  have  almost  uniformly  displayed, 
when  they  possess  any  literary  talent  at  all.  The  words  and 
sentences  are  marshalled  and  managed  like  an  army ;  everything 
goes  straight  to  the  point ;  there  is  no  confusion,  and  the  whole 
complicated  scene  is  as  clear  as  a  geometrical  diagram. 

The  Memoirs  of  La  None  are  usually  spoken  of  separately, 
thongh  in  reality  they  form  a  part  of  his  Ditcourt 
Poliliques  et  Militairts.  Fran9ois  de  la  None,  called 
6ras-de-Fer  (a  surname  which  he  deserved  not  metaphorically, 
but  Lterally,  having  had  to  replace  one  of  his  arms  shot  off  during 
a  ^ege),  was  a  Breton,  and  of  a  good  family.  He  was  born  in 
1531,  fought  through  the  rel^ous  wars,  escaped  St  Bartho* 
lomew  by  being  Alva's  prisoner  in  Flanders,  took  an  active  part 
against  the  League,  and  died  at  the  siege  of  Lamballe,  Aug.  4, 
rS9i-  His  defence  of  La  Rochelle  was  one  of  the  chief  of  his 
many  feats  of  arms.  The  '  Discourses '  were  published  during  his 
life.  They  are  of  a  more  reflective  character  than  those  of  Montluc, 
and  display  much  greater  mental  cultivation.  The  style  is  not 
quite  so  vivid,  the  sentences  are  longer  and  more  charged  with 
thought  La  Noue,  in  short,  is  a  philosophical  soldier  and  a 
politician.  His  style  is  perhaps  less  archaic  than  that  of  any  of  his 
contemporaries,  and  is  distinguished  by  a  remarkable  strength, 
sobriety,  and  precision.  He  was  very  highly  thought  of  by  both 
political  parties,  and  was  not  unfrequently  employed  in  schemes 
of  mediation.  It  is  a  pleasant  story,  and  not  irrelevant  in  a 
history  of  literature,  that  a  scheme  for  his  assassination  during 
one  of  his  visits  to  Paris  was  discovered  by  Brantfime,  who  warned 
his  future  craftsfetlow  of  it 

Agrippa  d'Aubign^  belongs  to  this  section  of  the  subject  by  his 
Vit  a  les  En/anfs,  often  called  his  memoirs,  by  his  Agrippa 
Hisloirt  UniverselU,  and  by  a  great  number  of  letters.  d'AubignS. 
The  same  qualities  which  distinguish  D'Aubign^  in  verse  are 
recognisable  in  his  prose,  his  passionate  and  insubordinate  temper, 
the  keenness  of  his  satire,  the  somewbat  turbid  grandeur  of  his 
style  and  images,  the  vigour  and  picture  squeness  of  occasional 
trails.     The  Htstoire  UniverselU  and  the  Vit  i  sts  Enfanis  were 
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both  works  written  in  old  age,  but  there  is  hardly  any  sign  of 
failing  power  in  them.  The  Vie  in  particular  contains  many 
passages,  such  as  the  vision  of  his  mother  and  the  passionate 
charge  which  his  father  laid  upon  him  at  the  sight  of  the  victims 
of  the  Amboise  conspiracy,  which  rank  very  high  among  the  prose 
of  the  century.  The  Hisloire  Universelle,  like  the  book  which  Raleigh 
wrote  almost  at  the  same  time,  and  under  not  dissimilar  circum- 
stances, is  necessarily  in  great  part  a  compilation,  but  has  many 
passages  worthy  of  its  author  at  his  best. 

The  Memoirs  of  Marguerite  de  Valois  contain  what  is  perhaps 
Uarguerite  the  besL-known  and  oftenest  quoted  passage  of  any 
dc  Vaioia.  memoirs  of  the  time,  that  in  which  the  Princess 
describes  the  night  of  St.  Bartholomew.  There  are  not  many 
such  stirring  passages  in  them,  but  throughout  Marguerite  gives 
evidence  of  the  remarkable  talent  which  distinguished  the  Valois. 
Her  evident  object  is  to  justify  herself,  and  this  makes  the  hook 
somewhat  artificial.  It  is  dedicated  to  Brantflme,  but  shows  in  its 
manner  rather  the  influence  of  Ronsard  and  the  Pl^iade  by  the 
classical  correctness  of  the  Style,  the  absence  of  archaisms,  and 
the  precision  and  form  of  the  sentences.  According  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  school,  the  vocabulary  is  simple  and  vernacular 
enough,  for  the  Pl^iade  regarded  ornate  classicisms  of  language  as 
proper  to  poetry. 

In  a  rank  noC  much  below  those  mentioned  must  be  placed  the 
so-called  Mimoires  de  Vieilleville,  the  Chronologies  of  Palma-Cayet, 
the  Regisires-Journaux  of  Pierre  de  I'Estoile,  the  Letters  of  Du- 
plessis-Momay,  Cardinal  d'Ossat,  and  Henri  IV.  himself  (these  last 
excellent),  and  the  N/goiialions  of  the  President  Jeannin. 

The  Mar^chal  de  Vieilleville  was  one  of  the  foremost  French 
TieUlaTiUB  ge"^falsof  the  Sixteenth  century,  and,  considering  Ihe 
violent  and  unscrupulous  ways  of  the  time,  he  had  a 
good  reputation  for  moderation,  probity,  and  patriotism,  as  well  as 
for  courage  and  abilily.  His  Memoirs  are  not  his  own  work,  but 
that  of  his  secretary  and  lifelong  companion,  Vincent  Carloix. 
They  have  some  of  the  defects  of  a  deliberate  panegyric ;  hut 
Carloix  is  a  vigorous  and  able  writer,  who,  without  completely 
emancipating  himself  from   the    tyranny  of  the   long  involved 
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sentence,  contrives  to  write  clearly,  and  often  with  much  pictur- 
esque effect, 

Pierre  Victor  Palma-Cayet  was  of  mean  extraction,  but  received 
a.  good  education,  and  was  introduced  by  La  Noue  to  F»im*- 
Jeanne  d'Albret  as  a  suitable  assistant- tutor  for  her  Oayet. 
son.  After  the  accession  of  bis  pupil,  he  was  appointed  to  various 
offices,  one  of  which,  that  of  Chronologer  Royal,  no  doubt  occa- 
sioned the  odd  titles  of  his  two  principal  works,  Chronologie  Nov/naire 
and  Chrottologie  SepUnairi,  which  give  the  history  of  Henri's  reign, 
dividing  it  into  two  portions,  the  one  of  nine  years,  the  other  of 
seven,  Cayet  also  wrote  several  minor  works,  and  'divides  with 
lyAubign^  the  doubtful  honour  of  being  the  author  of  the  Divorce 
Satirique,  a  scurrilous  pamphlet  against  Marguerite.  The  Chro- 
nologic are  extremely  full  of  matter,  and  admirably  precise  in  their 
information,  but  their  literary  value  is  not  greaL 

From  this  point  of  view  Pierre  de  I'Estoile  *  is  of  a  higher  class. 
He  was  a  lawyer  of  rank  and  an  inde&tigable  writer,  pierre  ds 
Day  by  day  he  put  down  in  his  Tahhilis  all  sorts  of  I'Batoile. 
public  and  private  affairs,  as  well  as  literary  extracts,  obituary 
notices,  and,  in  short,  almost  the  entire  material  of  a  modern 
newspaper.  Pierre  de  I'Estoile,  much  more  than  Brantdme,  is  the 
French  Pepys.  Although  occasionally  prejudiced,  the  writer  seems 
to  have  been  acute  and  well-informed,  and  his  manner  of  dealing 
with  his  heterogeneous  materials  is  light  and  lively. 

Of  the  three  correspondence- writers  just  mentioned,  though 
Henri  himself  is  a  vigorous  and  fertile  writer,  the 
-  most  important  by  far  is  Cardinal  D'Ossat.  He  was 
born  in  the  south  of  France  in  1536,  and  had  not,  unlike  many  of 
the  diplomatist  ecclesiastics  of  the  period,  the  advantage  of  high 
birth.  Like  many  of  his  contemporaries,  he  began  as  a  lawyer 
and  only  subsequently  took  orders.  He  began  diplomatic  life  as 
Secretary  to  the  Archbishop  of  Toulouse,  who  was  ambassador 
at  Rome,  and  later  on  conducted  the  negotiations  which  led  to 
the  conversion  of  Henri  IV,  He  then  became  Bishop  of  Rennes 
,  and  cardinal     His  letters  are  almost  entirely  devoted  to  subjects 

'  The  earlier  editions  of  thii  writer  are  not  compleU.    In  1S75  a  full  leprint 
was  b^on. 
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connected  with  his  profession,  and  have  always  held  a  position  as 
one  of  the  earliest  models  of  diplomatic  writing.  D'Ossat's  style, 
especially  in  respect  of  its  vocabulary,  was  long  regarded  as  a 
pattern,  but  it  has  less  character  than  that  of  some  other  sisteenth- 
century  writers. 
The  last  two  books  to  be  named  belong,  in  point  of  date,  to  the 
flnll  "^"^  century,  but  were  written  by,  or  for,  men  who 

were  emphatically  of  the  sixteenth.  The  extraordinary 
form  of  Sully's  Memoirs  is  well  known.  They  are  neither  written 
as  if  by  himself,  nor  of  him  as  by  a  historian  of  the  usual  kind. 
They  are  drrectly  addressed  to  the  hero  in  the  form  of  an  elaborate 
reminder  of  his  own  actions.  'You  then  said  this;'  'his  Majesty 
thereupon  sent  you  there ; '  '  when  you  were  two  leagues  from  your 
halting- place,  you  saw  a  courier  coming,'  etc.  It  is  needless  to 
say  that  this  manner  of  telling  history  is  in  the  highest  degree 
unnatural  and  heavy,  and,  after  the  first  quaintness  of  it  wears  off, 
it  makes  the  book  very  hard  to  read.  It  contains,  however,  a  very 
large  number  of  short  memoirs  and  documents  of  all  kinds,  in 
which  the  elaborate  farce  of  '  Vous '  is  perforce  abandoned,  II 
shows  Sully  as  he  was — a  great  and  skilful  statesman :  but  it  does 
not  give  a  pleasant  idea  of  his  character. 

Pierre  Jeannin  was,  like  lyOssat,  a  diplomatist  in  the  service  of 

J  annin.     H*"'''  ^-    ^^  ^^^  previously  discharged  many  legal 

functions  of    importance,  and    subsequently  he  was 

Controller-General   of  the    Finances.     His  N^goltalions  contain 

tlie  record  of  his  proceedings  on  a  mission  to  the  Netherlands  to 

watch  over  the  interests  of  France.     The  book  consists  of  letters, 

despatches,  treaties,  and  such-like  documents,  very  clear,  precise, 

and  written  in  a  remarkably  simple  and  natural  style. 

There  were  many  other  writers  of  memoirs  during  the  period, 

ICinor       Tao?tt  of  whose  works  are  comprised  in  the  invaluable 

icemotr-     collections  of  Petitot.Michaud,  Poujoulat,  andBuchon. 

writen.      g^  f^^  ^f  them  require   a   separate   mention  here. 

Gnillaume  and  Martin  du  Bellay,  two  brothers,  have  left  a  history 

of  Francis  I.'s  reign,  of  which  the  part  belonging  to  Guillanme  is 

only  a  small  fragment  of  an  immense  work  which  he  entitled  Lis 

Ogdoades,  it  being  divided  into  seven  batches  of  eight  books  each. 
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Tbe  imitation  of  the  classics  is  obvious,  and  the  constant  intrusion 
of  classical  parallels  rather  tedious.  The  Memoirs  of  the  Duke  of 
Guise,  composed  in  great  part  of  what  we  should  call  his  secretary's 
letter-book,  are  very  voluminous,  but  not  of  much  literary  value. 
Francois  de  Rabutin,  author  of  Commentaires  det  Guerres  de  la 
Gauli  Btlgique,  has  the  fault,  common  to  his  time,  of  enormous 
sentences,  but  is  often  lively  and  picturesque  enough,  as  becomes 
a  member  of  the  family  of  Madame  de  S^vign^  and  of  Bussy- 
Rabutin.  The  famous  Marshal  de  Tavannes,  on  whom  more 
than  on  any  single  man  rests  the  blood  of  St.  Bartholomew's  Day, 
found  a  biographer  in  his  son  Jean  de  Tavannes,  whose  work, 
though  somewhat  too  elaborate,  is  interesting.  Another  son, 
GuilJaume  de  Saulx-Tavannes,  has  written  his  own  memoirs  on  a 
smaller  scale.  The  memoirs  of  Michel  de  Castelnau  show  more 
of  the  tradition  of  Comines  than  most  of  their  contemporaries, 
and  are  remarkably  full  of  political  studies.  Boyvin  du  Villars,  of 
whom  little  is  known,  left  voluminous  memoirs  which  have  some 
lileraiy  merit.  Nicholas  de  Neufville,  Seigneur  de  Villeroy,  was  a 
politician  of  eminence  and  a  vigorous  writer,  as  was  Regnier  de  la 
Flauche,  Protestant  historian  of  the  reign  of  Francis  II.  Some 
short  pieces  may  be  noticed,  such  as  the  Siege  of  Metz,  by  Ber- 
Irand  de  Salignac,  that  of  St.  Quentin,  by  Coligny  himself,  the  only 
literary  monument  of  the  Admiral  (an  exceUent  specimen  of  the 
military  writing  of  the  time),  and  a  very  curious  history  of  Annonay 
in  the  Vivarais  by  Achille  Gamon,  which  gives  perhaps  the  liveliest 
idea  obtainable  of  the  suiferings  of  the  French  provincial  towns 
during  the  religious  wars. 

The  general  histories,  which  make  up  a  second  class  of  historical 
writings,'  are,  as  a  rule,  of  very  much  less  value  than  Qenaml 
these  personal  memoirs.  Not  till  the  extreme  end  HiatorlaM. 
of  the  period  did  the  historical  conception  take  a  firm  hold  in 
X)e  Thou,  and  the  Thuana  was  written  in  Latin,  which  excludes 
it  and  its  author  from  detailed  notice  here.  D'Aubign^'s  Hisloire 
UnivtrseUe  of  his  own  time  has  been  mentioned  for  convenience' 
sake  already.  Lancelot  de  la  Popelini^re  attempted  in  the  last 
quarter  of  the  century  a  general  history  of  France,  and  incidentally 
of  Europe  during  his  own  day.     He  is  said  to  have  spent  all  his 
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fortune  on  getting  together  the  materials,  but  his  literary  powers 
were  small.  About  the  same  time  Bernard  Girard,  Seigneur  du 
Haillan,  published  a  history  of  France  from  the  earliest  times, 
which  an  extract  of  Thierry's,  giving  the  speeches  of  Charamond 
and  Quadrek,  Merovingians  of  Du  Haillan's  own  creation,  who 
speak  on  the  advantages  of  different  forms  of  government  at  the 
election  of  Fharamond,  has  made  known  to  many  persons  who 
never  saw  the  original  The  source  of  this  grotesque  imagination 
is  of  course  obvious  to  readers  of  Herodotus,  and  similar  imitation 
of  classical  models  is  frequent  in  Du  Haillan's  work.  Fran5ois  de 
Belleforest  also  wrote  a  general  history  of  France,  which  was  long 
read,  and  the  names  of  Du  Tillet,  Jean  de  Serres,  Charron,  Du- 
pleix,  etc.  may  be  menlioned.  But  they  represent  writers  of  little 
importance,  either  from  the  point  of  view  of  history,  or  from  that 
of  literature.  The  historical  pamphleteers,  on  the  other  hand,  at  the 
head  of  whom  stand  Agrippa  d'Aubign^  and  (somewhat  earlier) 
Fran9ois  Hotman  {1534-1S93).  author  of  the  violent  attack  on  the 
Cardinal  of  Lorraine  entitled  Epilrt  tnvoye'e  au  Tigre  dt  la  France, 
are  vigorous  enough,  but  too  numerous  and  of  an  importance  too 
ephemeral  to  dwell  much  on.  For  literary  history  in  small  compass 
they  are  best  represented  b^  the  MMppie,  which  will  be  dealt  with  in 
the  next  chapter. 
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CHAPTER  Vin. 

THE  SATYRS  M&NIPP&E.    REGNIER. 

The  period  of  the  Renaissance  in  France  closed  with  two  works 
(one  for  the  most  part  in  prose  and  due  to  various  authors,  the 
other  wholly  in  verse  and  the  work  of  one  only)  which  exhibit  the 
highest  excellence.  The  Salyre  Menippie  and  the  Satyr* 
satires  of  Regnier  arc  separated  in  point  of  date  of  KSnippfa. 
publication  by  some  fifteen  years,  and  the  contributors  to  the  first- 
named  work  belong  for  the  most  part  lo  an  earlier  generation,  and 
represent  a  less  accomplished  state  of  the 'language  than  the  great 
satirist  who,  a^er  fifteen  centuries,  took  up  the  traditions  of  his 
Roman  roasters.  But  both  are  satirical  in  substance,  though  the 
M^nipp/e  is  almost  wholly  political,  and  Regnier  busies  himself 
with  social  and  moral  subjects  only.  Both  possess  in  a  high 
degree  the  characteristics  of  the  period  which  they  close.  Both 
exhibit  a  remarkable  power  of  treating  ephemeral  subjects  in  a 
manner  calculated  to  make  their  interest  something  more  than 
ephemeral.  Both  have  met  with  the  just  reward  of  continuing 
to  be  popular,  even  at  times  when  the  most  unjust  unpopularity 
rested  on  work  scarcely  less  excellent  but  less  calculated  to  please 
the  taste  of  those  who,  however  much  they  may  sympathise  with 
the  fashions  of  their  own  day,  are  unable  to  sympathise  with  those 
of  a  day  which  is  not  theirs. 

The  Salyre  MMppfy '  was  a  remarkable,  and,  for  those  who 
lake  an  interest  both  in  literature  and  in  politics,  a  most  en- 
couraging instance  of  the  power  of  literary  treatment  at  certain 
crises  of  political  matters.  It  appeared  in  1594,  at  the  crucial 
period  of  the  League.  For  years  there  had  existed  the  party  known, 
'  Ed.  Labitte.     Puii,  1869. 
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f(M-  the  most  part  uncomplimentarily,  as  Les  PoUi^s.  These 
persons  professed  themselves  unable  to  find,  in  the  simple  dif- 
ference of  Catholic  v.  Protestant,  a  casm  belli  for  Frenchmen 
gainst  Frenchmen.  Their  influence,  however,  though  it  occa- 
sionally rose  to  the  surface  in  the  days  of  Charles  IX.  and 
Henri  III.,  had  never  been  lasting,  and  they  laboured  under  the 
charge  of  being  Laodiceans,  trimmers,  men  who  cared  for  nothing 
but  hollow  peace  and  material  prosperity.  The  assassination  of 
Henri  III.,  and  the  open  confederation  between  the  Leaguers  and 
the  Spanish  party,  at  last  gave  them  their  opportunity,  and  it  was 
seiied  vrith  an  adroitness  which  would  have  been  remarkable  in 
a  single  man,  but  which  is  still  more  remarkable  in  a  group  of 
men  of  very  different  antecedents,  professions,  ages,  and  beliefs.  , 
The  Satyre  MSaippie  is,  in  fact,  the  first  and  most  admirable 
example  of  the  theory  of  the  modem  newspaper — the  theory  thsU 
the  combined  abili^  of  many  men  is  likely,  on  the  whole,  to  treat 
complicated  and  ephemeral  affairs  better  than  the  limited,  though 
perhaps  individually  greater,  ability  of  any  one  man.  The  M^- 
nipple,  prose  and  verse,  was  due  to  the  working  of  a  new  Pl^iade — 
Leroy,  Gillot,  Passerat,  Rapin,  Cbrestien,  Pithou,  and  Durant.  Most 
of  them  were  lawyers,  a  few  were  more  or  less  connected  with  the 
Church.  Pierre  Leroy,  a  canon  of  Rouen,  of  whom  nothing  is 
known,  but  whose  character  De  Thou  praises,  is  said  to  have 
planned  the  book,  and  to  have  acted  in  some  way  as  editor. 
Jacques  Gillot,  clerk-advocate  of  the  Parliament,  received  the 
literary  conspirators  in  his  house.  Passerat  and  Rapin  repre- 
sented the  mixed  classical  and  French  culture  of  the  immediate 
companions  of  Ronsard  Florent  Chrcstien  was  a  converted 
Huguenot,  much  given  to  translation  of  ancient  authors.  Pithou 
(the  writer  of  the  harangue  of  Claude  d'Aubray,  the  most  important 
piece  of  the  whole  and  containing  the  moral  and  idea  of  the  book) 
was,  like  Chrestien,  a  convert  He  ranks  as  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished members  of  the  French  bar,  and  had  a  deserved  reputation 
for  every  kind  of  learning  in  his  time.  Lastly,  Durant,  who  contri- 
buted rather  to  the  appendix  of  the  book  than  to  the  book  itself, 
was  an  Auvergnat  gentleman,  who  preferred  poetry  to  law,  and 
justified  his  preference  by  some  capibl  work,  partly  of  a  satirical 
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kind,  partly  of  an  elegant  and  tender  gallantry,  anticipating,  as  has 
been  justly  said,  the  eighteenth  century  in  elegance,  and  excelling 
it  in  tendemeES. 

The  plan  of  the  Minippie  (the  title  of  which,  it  is  hardly  neces- 
sary to  say,  is  txirrowed  from  the  name  of  the  cynic  phitosopher 
celebrated  by  Lucian)  is  for  the  time  singularly  original  and  bold ; 
but  the  spirit  in  which  the  subject  is  treated  is  more  original  still. 
Generally  speaking,  the  piece  has  the  form  of  a  con^U-rmdu  of 
the  assembly  of  the  slates  at  Paris.  The  full  title  is  De  ia  Ver/u 
du  Caiholkm  ctEspagne  el  de  la  Ttnut  dei  Mtalt  de  Paris.  Ttie 
preface  contains  a  sarcastic  harangue  in  orthodox  charlatan  s^le 
on  the  merits  of  the  new  Catholicon  or  Panacea.  Then  comes  a 
description  (in  which,  as  throughout  the  work,  actual  facts  are 
blended  inextricably  with  satirical  comment)  of  the  opening  pro- 
cession. To  this  succeeds  a  sketch  of  the  tapestries  with  which 
the  hall  of  meeting  was  hung,  all  of  which  are,  of  course,  alle- 
gorical, and  deal  with  murders  of  princes,  betrayal  of  native 
countries  to  foreigners,  etc.  Next  comes  LOrdrt  ienu  pour  its 
S/ancfs,  in  which  the  chief  personages  on  the  side  of  the  League 
are  enumerated  in  a  long  catalogue,  every  item  of  which  contains 
some  bitter  allusion  to  the  private  or  public  conduct  of  the  person 
named.  Seven  solemn  speeches  are  then  delivered  by  the  Duke 
de  Mayenne  as  lieutenant,  by  the  legate,  by  the  Cardinal  de  Pelv^, 
by  the  bishop  of  Lyons,  by  Rose,  the  fanatical  rector  of  the 
University,  by  the  Sieur  de  Rieux,  as  representative  of  the  nobility ; 
and,  lastly,  by  a  certain  Monsieur  d'Aubray,  for  the  Tiers-^tat.  A 
burlesque  coda  concludes  the  volume,  the  joints  of  which  are, 
first,  a  short  verse  satire  on  Pelv^ ;  secondly,  a  coUection  of 
epigrams  due  to  Fasserat ;  and,  thirdly,  Durant's  Regret  Funibre  !t 
Mademoiselle  ma  Commire  sur  le  Tripas  de  son  Ane,  a  delightful 
satire  on  the  Leaguers,  which  did  not  appear  in  the  first  edition, 
but  which  yields  to  few  things  in  the  book. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  plan  of  the  Minipp^e  has  of  itself  not 
a  little  originality.  Satirical  comment  and  travesty  devoted  to 
political  affairs  had  been  common  enough  almost  for  centuries  in 
France,  but  no  sadie  of  the  kind  had  hitherto  Sown  so  high,  or 
with  so  well-organised  a  flight.     The  seven  speeches,  which  form 
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the  bulk  of  the  book,  display  moreover  a  remaikable  variety  and 
a  still  more  remarkable  combination  of  excellences.  The  first 
six — those  of  Mayenne,  the  legate,  Pelv^,  the  bishop  of  Lyons, 
Rose,  and  Rieux,  none  of  which  is  long — are,  without  exception, 
caricatures,  and  of  that  peculiar  order  of  caricature  in  which  the 
victim  is  made,  without  a  glaring  violation  of  probability,  to  render 
himself  vile  and  ridiculous,  and  to  give  utterance  to  the  satire  and 
invective  which  the  author  desires  to  pour  upon  him,  Builer  (who 
beyond  all  doubt  had  the  Sa/yre  Minippie  in  his  mind  when  he 
projected  his  own  immortal  travesty  of  the  Puritan  party)  is  the 
only  writer  who  has  ever  come  near  to  its  authors  in  this  particular 
department  of  satire.  Treated  as  they  were  by  different  hands, 
there  is  a  curiously  pleasing  variety  of  style  in  the  portraits. 
Mayenne  uses  a  mixture  of  aristocratic  and  somewhat  haughty 
frankness  with  garrulous  digression.  The  two  cardinals  indulge  in 
an  astounding  macaronic  jargon,  the  one  of  Italian  mingled  with 
Latin,  the  other  of  Latin  mingled  with  French.  The  bishop  of 
Lyons,  and  Rose  the  rector,  preach  sermons,  after  the  fashion 
of  the  time,  thickly  larded  with  quotations,  stories,  and  so  forth. 
Rieux  (he  was  a  noted  bandit)  expresses  with  soldierly  frank- 
ness his  extreme  surprise  that  he  should  have  become  a  gentle- 
man and  the  representative  of  the  nobility,  and  mildly  reproaches 
Mayenne  and  the  League  for  not  having  given  carit-Uanche  to 
himself  and  his  hkes  to  finish  off  the  Poliiiques  bag-and-baggage. 
But  in  the  last  harangue,  that  of  the  representative  of  the  Tiers- 
^lai,  Claude  d'Aubray,  which  is,  as  has  been  said,  the  work  of 
Pilhou,  and  which  occupies  something  like  half  the  book,  the  tone 
is  entirely  altered.  In  this  remarkable  discourse  the  whole  political 
situation  is  treated  seriously,  and  with  a  mixture  of  practical  vigour 
and  literary  skill  of  which  there  had  hardly  been  any  precedent  in- 
stance. D'Aubray  denounces  the  condition  of  Paris  first,  and  the 
condition  of  the  kingdom  afterwards.  The  foreign  garrisons,  the 
Sufferings  of  private  persons  by  the  war,  the  deprivation  or  sus- 
pension of  privileges,  are  all  commented  upon,  A  remarkable 
historical  sketch  of  the  religious  wars  follows,  and  then  turn  by 
turn  the  speaker  attacks  tliose  who  have  spoken  before  him,  and 
exposes  their  conduct.    A  vigorous  sketch  of  '  Le  Roy  que  nous 
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vouloDS  et  que  nous  aurons,'  leads  up  to  the  announcement  that 
this  king  is  no  other  than  '  Notre  vray  Roj-  legitime,  natnrel  ct 
souverain,  Seigneur  Henry  de  Bourbon,  cy-devant  Roy  de  Na- 
varre.' After  this  discomposing  harangue  the  assembly  breaks  up 
in  some  confusion. 

The  Salyre  Me'ni'pp/e  had  an  immense  effect,  and  may,  perhaps, 
be  justly  described  as  the  first  example,  in  modern  politics,  of  a 
literary  work  the  effect  of  which  was  really  great  and  lasting.  It 
is  not  surprising  that  such  should  have  been  its  fortune.  For  it  is 
a.  remarkably  happy  misture  of  the  older  style  of  gaulot's  jocularity 
(in  which  exaggeration,  personal  attack,  insinuations  of  a  more  or 
less  scandalous  character  and  the  Uke,  furnished  the  attraction)  and 
the  newer  style  of  chastened  and  comparatively  polished  prose. 
The  greater  part  of  the  first  six  speeches  is  of  a  more  antique 
cast  than  Montaigne;  and  though  the  speech  of  D'Aubray  ex- 
hibits a  more  elaborate  and  less  familiar  style,  it  too  is  definitely 
plain  and  popular  in  manner.  Although  there  are  the  allusions 
usual  at  the  time  to  classical  subjects,  the  Pl^iade  pedantry,  with 
which  at  least  two  of  the  contributors,  Passerat  and  Rapin,  were 
sufficiently  imbued,  is  conspicuously  absent.  Rabelais  is  fre- 
quently alluded  to ;  and  when  the  style  of  the  book  and  the 
obvious  intention  of  appealing  to  the  general,  which  it  exhibits,  are 
considered,  no  better  testimony  to  the  popularity  of  Garganlua  and 
Paniagruel  could  be  produced.  The  descriptions,  too,  have  a 
Rabelaisian  minuteness  and  richness  about  them;  and  in  the 
burlesque  parts  the  influence  of  that  master  is  equally  perceptible. 
But  the  Etricdy  practical  point  of  view  is  always  maintained ;  and 
the  temptation,  always  a  strong  one  with  French  writers  of  the 
middle  ^e  and  Renaissance,  to  lose  sight  of  this  in  endless 
developments  of  mere  amusing  buffoonery,  is  constantly  resisted. 
There  is  certainly  less  exaggeration  in  the  MMppit  than  in 
Hudibras,  though  the  personal  weaknesses  of  the  innumerable 
individual  persons  satirised  contribute  more  to  the  general  effect 
than  they  do  in  Butler's  great  satire.  The  distinguishing  trait  of 
the  Safyre  Minippie,  next  to  those  already  mentioned,  is  the  con- 
stant rain  of  slight  ironical  touches  contributing  to  the  general 
effect     Thus  the  arms  of  the  processioning  Leaguers  are,  'le 


43^  The  Renaissance.  [Bk.  lU 

toutrouill^  par  Humility  Catholique;'  the  League  scholastics  and 
preachers  'fonnent  tous  leurs  arguments  m/erio!  The  deputies' 
benches  are  covered  with  cloth, '  parsem^es  de  croisettes  de  Lorraine 
et  de  larmes  miparlies  de  vair  et  de  faux  argent.'  These  sure  and 
rapid  touches  distinguish  the  book  strongly  from  nearly  all  mediaeval 
satire,  in  which  the  satirists  are  wont,  whenever  they  make  a  point,  to 
dwell  on  it,  and  expound  it,  and  illustrate  it,  and  make  the  most  of 
it,  until  it  loses  almost  all  its  piquancy.  Very  different  from  this 
over-elaboration  is  the  confident  irony  of  the  Minipp^e,  which  trusts 
to  the  intelligence  of  the  reader  for  understanding  and  emphasis. 
'Vous  prdvoyez  bien,'  says  Mayenne,  '  les  dangers  et  inconv6niens 
de  la  paix  qui  met  ordre  \  tout,  et  rend  le  droit  \  qui  il  appartient.' 
Hardly  even  Antoine  de  la  Salle,  and  certainly  no  other  among 
the  authors  of  the  preceding  centuries,  would  have  ventured  to  leave 
this,  obvious  as  it  seems  now-a-days,  to  reach  the  reader  by  itself. 

A  similar  but  a  still  more  remarkable,  because  an  individually 
complete,  example  of  the  combination  of  Gallican  tradition  with 
classical  study  was  soon  afterwards  shown  by  Maihurin  Regnier '. 

_^     .  Regnier  was  born  atChartreson  the  21st  of  December, 

1573,  his  father  being  Jacques  Regnier,  a  citizen  of 
position ;  his  mother  was  Simonne  Desportes,  sister  of  the  poet. 
Jacques  Regnier  desired  for  his  son  the  ecclesiastical,  but  not  the 
poetical,  eminence  of  his  brother-in-law,  and  Math  urin  was  tonsured 
at  nine  years  old.  The  boy,  however,  wished  to  follow  his  uncle's 
steps  in  the  other  direction,  and  early  began  to  write.  It  is  SEud 
that  he  wrote  lampoons  on  the  inhabitants  of  his  native  town, 
and,  repeating  them  to  the  frequenters  of  a  tennis-court  which 
his  father  had  built,  got  himself  thus  into  trouble.  His  father's 
threats  and  punishments,  however,  had  no  more  effect  than  is 
usual  in  such  cases,  and  Regnier  soon,  but  at  a  date  not  exactly 
known,  betook  himself  to  his  uncle  at  Paris.  By  Desportes,  who 
was  in  fevour  with  many  high  personages,  he  was  recommended 
to  the  Cardinal  de  Joyeuse,  and  took  part  in  that  prelate's  embassy 
to  Rome  in  1593.  Joyeuse,  however,  did  nothing  for  him,  and 
in  1601  he  again  went  to  Rome  in  the  suite  of  FhiUppe  de 

'  Ed.  Conrbet.  Paris,  1875.  In  this  ed[tiaa  some  of  the  dates  and  Etalements 
in  the  text,  which  have  been  genciiUly  accepted,  are  contested. 
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Bethune.  He  returned  before  long,  and,  in  1604,  a  canonry,  to 
the  reversion  of  which  he  had  been  presented  long  before,  fell  in. 
His  first  collection  of  satires  appeared  in  1608.  Five  years  after- 
wards, in  1613,  on  the  aand  of  October,  he  died  at  Rouen,  having 
not  quite  completed  his  fortieth  year.  His  way  of  life  had  unfor- 
tunately been  by  no  means  regular,  and  his  early  death  is  said  to 
have  been  directly  caused  by  his  excesses. 

In  this  short  sketch  almost  everything  that  is  known  of  Regnier, 
except  a  few  anecdotes,  has  been  included,  and  the  total  is,  it  will 
be  seen,  exceedingly  meagre.  Nor  is  his  work  abundant  even  for  a 
man  who  died  comparativelj'young.  Sixteen  satires,  three  epistles, 
five  elegies,  and  a  few  miscellaneous  pieces,  make  it  up,  and  probably 
the  total  does  not  exceed  seven  or  eight  thousand  lines.  The  rela- 
tive excellence  of  this  work  is  however  exceedingly  high,  Regnier 
is  abnost  the  only  French  poet  before  the  so-called  classical  period 
who  has  continuously  maintained  his  reputation,  and  who  has  only 
been  decried  by  a  few  eccentric  or  incompetent  critics.  He  was 
an  ardent  defender  of  the  Ronsardising  tradition,  yet  Malherbe, 
whom  he  did  not  hesitate  to  attack,  thought  and  spoke  highly  of 
him.  In  the  next  age  Boileau  allotted  to  him  a  mixture  of  praise 
and  blame  which  is  not  too  ^apposite,  but  in  which  the  praise  far 
exceeds  the  blame,  and  elsewhere  declared  him  to  be  the  French 
writer,  before  Molifere,  who  best  knew  human  nature.  The  ap- 
proval of  Boileau  secured  that  of  the  eighteenth  century,  while 
Regnier's  defence  of  the  Pl^iade  propitiated  the  first  Romantics, 
Thus  buttressed  on  either  side,  he  has  had  nothing  to  fear  from 
literary  revolutions.  Nor  will  any  judgment  which  looks  rather 
at  merit  than  authority  arrive  at  an  unfavourable  conclusion  re- 
specting him.  His  satires  are  not  indeed  absolutely  the  first  of 
their  kind  in  French.  Vauquelin  de  la  Fresnaye,  Jean  de  la 
Taille,  and  above  all,  D'Aubign^,  had  preceded  him.  But  in 
breadth  as  well  as,  except  in  the  case  of  D'Aubign^,  in  force,  and 
above  all  in  even  excellence  and  technical  merit,  he  far  surpassed 
those  who  in  a  manner  had  shown  him  the  way.  His  satire  is 
exclusively  social,  and  thus  it  escapes  one  of  the  chief  drawbacks 
of  political  satire,  that  of  dealing  with  matters  of  more  or  less 
ephemeral  existence  and  interest.     He  has  indeed  borrowed  con- 
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siderably  from  the  ancients,  but  he  has  almost  always  made  his 
borrowings  his  own,  and  he  has  in  some  cases  improved  on  his 
originals.  He  has  softened  the  exaggerated  air  of  moral  indigna- 
tion which  his  English  contemporaries,  Hall  and  Marston,  bor- 
rowed from  Juvenal,  and  which  sits  so  awkwardly  on  them  and  on 
many  other  satirists.  He  has  avoided  such  still  more  awkward 
foUowings  as  that  which- made  Pope  upset  all  English  literary 
history  in  order  to  echo  Horace's  remarks  about  Rome  and 
Greece.  Sometimes  he  has  fallen  into  the  besetting  sin  of  his 
countrymen,  the  tendency  to  represent  mere  types  or  even  ab- 
stractions ^mstead  of  lifelike  individuals  embodying  the  type,  but 
he  has  more  often  avoided  iL  His  descriptive  passages  are  of 
extraordinary  vigoar  and  accuracy  of  touch,  and  his  occasional 
strokes  are  worthy  of  almost  any  satiric  or  didactic  poet.  He  is 
perhaps  weakest,  like  all  poets  with  the  signal  exception  of  Dryden, 
when  he  is  panegyrical.  Yet  his  first  satire— in  the  order  of 
arrangement  not  of  writing — addressed  to  the  King,  Henri  IV., 
has  much  meric  The  second,  on  poets,  has  more,  and  abounds 
in  vigorous  strokes,  such  as  that  of  the  courtier  bard  who 

MMitant  on  sonnet,  m^dite  an  evEch^; 

and  as  the  couplet  wiiich  concludes  a  lively  sketch  of  his  diplo- 
matic experiences — 

Mus  instniit  par  le  temps  &  la  Gn  j'si  coonii 
Que  la  fid^litd  n'est  pas  grand  reveau. 

This  poem,  which  contains  some  humorous  descriptions  of  the 
poverty  of  poets,  ends  with  an  eloquent  panegyric  on  Ronsard. 
The  next,  on  '  La  Vic  de  la  Cour,'  attacks  a  very  favourite  subject 
of  the  age,  and  winds  up  with  an  extremely  well-told  veraon  of 
the  fable  of  the  beast  of  prey  and  the  mule  whose  name  is  written 
on  its  hoof.  The  fourth  returns  to  the  subject  of  the  poverty  of 
poets.  The  fifth  argues  at  some  length,  and  in  a  spirit  not  very 
far  removed  from  that  of  Montaigne,  the  thesis  that  'Le  gofit  par- 
ticulier  decide  de  tout.'  It  contains  some  of  Regnier's  finest  pas- 
sages. A  subject  somewhat  similar  in  kind, '  L'honneur  ennemi  de 
la  vie,'  gives  further  occasion,  in  the  sixth,  for  the  display  of  the 
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moralising  spirit  of  the  age,  which,  in  Regnier,  takes  the  form  of  a 
kind  of  epicurean  pococurantism  mingled  with  occasional  bursts 
of  noble  sentiment.  The  seventh  is  one  of  the  most  personal  of 
all;  it  is  entitled  'L'amour  qu'on  ne  pent  dompter,'  and  is  a  com- 
ment on  the  text  Video  meliora  prohoqm.  The  eighth  is  one  of 
the  innumerable  imitations  of  the  famous  ninth  satire  of  the  first 
book  of  Horace,  Ibam  forte  via  sacra,  and  perhaps  the  happiest 
of  all  such,  though  it  is  difficult  not  to  regret  that  Regnier  should 
have  devoted  his  too  rare  moments  of  work  to  mere  imitation. 
The  ninth,  however,  is  open  to  no  such  charge.  It  is  entitled 
Z.e  Criliqut  ouiri,  and  is  an  extraordinarily  vigorous  and  happy 
remonstrance  against  the  intolerant  pedantry  with  which  Malherbe 
was  criticising  the  PMiade.  This  satire  is  addressed  to  Rapin,  the 
veteran  contributor  to  the  M/nipp/e.  It  is  impossible  to  describe 
the  weak  side  of  the  reforms  which  Malherbe,  and  after  him 
Boileau,  introduced  into  French  poetry,  better  than  in  these  lines, 
which  deserve  citation  for  their  literary  importance  : — 

Cependant  leur  scavoir  ne  s'eslend  senleioent 
Qa'i  Tegratter  an  mot  douteux  au  jngemenl, 
Piendri;  gaitle  qu'an  qui  ne  heurte  nne  diphtongue; 
Espier  si  dei  vers  la  rime  est  brive  00  longue; 
Ou  bitn  EI  la  voyelle,  k  I'auCre  s'luiissant, 
Ne  rend  point  &  Toieille  nn  vers  (rop  languissant. 
lis  tampent  bassement,  foibles  d'inventions, 
Et  n'osent,  peu  hardis,  (enter  les  fictions, 
Froids  k  I'lmaginer ;  car  s'iis  font  quelque  chose 
C'est  proser  de  la  rime,  et  timer  de  la  ptose, 
Que  I'art  lime  ct  retime,  et  polit  de  fa9on, 
Qo'elle  rend  k  Toreille  un  agt^able  son. 

The  tenth  satire,  with  its  title  'Le  souper  ridicule,'  seems  to 
return  to  Horace,  but  in  reality  the  scene  described  has  little  in 
common  with  the  Coena  of  Nasidienus.  It  affords  Regnier  an 
escelleht  opportunity  for  displaying  his  talent  for  Dutch  painting, 
but  is  in  this  respect  inferior  to  the  sequel  'Le  mauvais  glte.' 
The  subject  of  this  is  sufficiently  unsavoury,  and  the  satire  is 
almost  the  only  one  which  in  the  least  deserves  Boileau's  strictures 
on  the  author's  '  rimes  cyniques,'  but  the  vigour  and  skill  of  the 
treatment  are  most  remarkable.  The  twelfth  is  short,  and  once 
more  apologetically  personEil.    But  the  thirteenth  is  the  longest, 
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one  of  the  most  famous,  and  unquestionably  on  the  whole  the  best 
work  of  the  author.    It  is  entitled  '  Macette,'  and  describes  an  old 
woman  who  hides  vice  under  a  hypocritical  mask  and  corrupts 
youth  with  her  evil  philosophy  of  the  world  and  its  ways.     In- 
debted in  some  measure  to  the  Roman  de  la  Rose  for  the  idea  of 
his  central  character,  Regnier  is  entirely  original  in  his  method  of 
treatment.     Nowhere  are  his  verses  more  vigorous- 
Son  ceil  tout  penitent  ne  plenre  qn'eau  l>6ii3te. 
L'bonneai  eit  na  vieoic  saint  que  Ton  ne  chomme  plus. 
La  aage  se  gait  vendie  oil  la  sotte  se  doime. 
Nowhere  is  Regnier  so  uniformly  free  from  technical  defects  and 
from  colloquialisms  in  which  he  sometimes  indulges.     The  four- 
teenth returns  to  general  and  somewhat  vague  satire,  dealing  with 
the  vanity  of  human  reason  and  conduct,  while  the  fifteenth  is 
once  more  personal, '  Le  Po^te  malgr^  soi,'    Lastly,  the  sixteenth 
sums  up  the  author's  theoretical  philosophy  in  the  Opening  line, 
'  N'avoir  crainte  de  rien  et  ne  rien  esp^rer.' 

The  satires  are  in  bulk  and  in  importance  so  much  the  larger 
part  of  the  work  of  Regnier,  and  represent  such  an  important 
innovation  in  French  literature,  that  it  has  seemed  well  to  describe 
them  with  some  minuteness.  The  miscellaneous  poems  may  be 
reviewed  more  rapidly,  though  the  best  of  them  add  very  con- 
siderably to  the  poet's  reputation,  because  they  show  him  in  an 
entirely  different  light.  Not  a  few  of  the  elegies  are  imitated  from 
Ovid,  and  some  of  them  might  perhaps  have  been  left  unwritten 
with  advantage.  Indeed,  Regnier  is  here  much  more  open  to 
Boileau's  censure  than  in  his  more  famous  verse.  But  some 
lyrical  pieces  exhibit  his  command  of  other  measures  besides  the 
Alexandrine,  and  afford  occasion  for  the  expression  of  a  melan- 
choly and  genuine  sensibility  which  is  not  common  in  >French 
poetry.  The  poem  called  '  Plainte '  is  very  beautiful,  and  is  written 
in  a  lyric  stanza  of  much  more  elaboration  than  any  which  was  to 
be  used  in  France  for  two  centuries.  One  of  its  peculiarities  is  a 
hemistich  replacing  the  expected  fourth  line  of  the  stanza,  which  is 
of  eight  verses,  with  Angularly  musical  effect  A  so-called  '  Ode ' 
is  almost  better,  and.ends  thus :— 
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Un  ngKt  pen^f  et  conDis 
D'avoii  est^,  et  n'estre  plot, 
Rend  mon  Sme  hux  douleuis  Qnierle; 
A  mes  despens,  las  I  je  vols  bicn 
Qu'un  bonhenr  comme  estoit  le  mien 
Ne  M  cognoist.quc  pat  U  perte. 

Regnier  was  in  many  ways  a  fitting  representative  for  the  close 
of  the  great  poetical  school  of  the  sixteenth  century.  In  manner 
he  represented  the  fusion  of  the  purely  Gallic  school  of  Marot  and 
Rabelais,  with  the  classical  tradition  of  the  Pl^iade  in  its  best  form. 
His  Alexandrines,  if  not  quite  so  vigorous  as  D'Aubign^'s,  have  all 
the  polish  that  could  be  expected  before  the  administration  of 
Malherbe's  rules.  Mis  lyric  measures  have  the  boldness,  and  har- 
mony which  those  niles  banished  from  French  poetry  for  full  seven 
generations.  In  matter  he  displays  a  singular  mixture  of  acute 
observation  and  philosophic  criticism  with  ardent  sensibility  both 
to  pleasure  and  pain.  This,  as  has  been  repeatedly  pointed  out, 
is  the  dominant  temper  of  the  French  Renaissance,  and  though  in 
Regnier  it  shows  something  of  the  melancholy  of  the  decadence  as 
compared  with  the  springing  hope  of  Rabelais  and  the  calm 
maturi^  of  Montaigne,  it  is  scarcely  less  characteristic 
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INTERCHAPTER    11. 

SUMMARY   OF  RENAISSANCE   LITERATURE. 

Thb  literary  movements  of  the  sixteenth  century  in  France  and 
their  accomplishments — in  other  words,  the  course  and  result  of 
the  French  Renaissance — can  be  traced  with  greater  ease  and 
with  more  precision  than  those  of  any  other  age  of  the  literature. 
The  movement  is  double,  but,  unlike  most  movements,  literary  and 
other,  it  is  not  sufficiently  described  as  flux  and  reflux  or  action 
and  reaction.  The  later  or  Pl^iade  half  of  the  century  was  in  no 
sense  a  reaction  against  the  first  or  Marot-Rabelais  half  If  there 
is  an  appearance  of  opposition  between  the  two  it  is  only  because, 
both  in  Marot  and  in  Rabelais,  there  was  actually  a  kind  of  reaction 
from  the  movement  which  fainily  and  imperfectly  foreshadowed 
that  of  the  Pl^iade,  the  rhitoriqumr  pedantry  of  the  writers  from 
Chartier  to  Cretin,  In  this  first  half  of  the  century,  while  some- 
thing of  a  protest  was  made  by  Rabekis  explicitly,  and  implicitly 
by  Marot,  against  the  indiscriminate  Latinising  of  the  French 
tongue,  verymuch  more  was  done  by  their  contemporaries,  and 
in  a  manner  by  Rabelais  himself,  in  the  way  of  importing  novelties 
of  subject,  style,  and  language,  both  from  ancient  and  modem 
sources.  Long  before  Du  Bellay  wrote,  Calvin  had  modelled  the 
first  serious  and  scholarly  work  of  French  prose  very  closely  on  a 
Latin  pattern.  The  translators,  with  £tienne  Dolet  and  Amyot  at 
their  head,  had  begun  to  transfer  to  the  vernacular,  in  versions  or 
in  original  work,  the  principles  of  style  which  they  had  admired 
and  imitated  in  the  classics.  On  the  other  hand,  Marot,  repre- 
senting the  extreme  vernacular  school,  succeeded,  tolerably  early  in 
the  period,  in  refining  and  chastening  the  language  of  the  fifteenth 
century  to  such   an  extent  that  his  style,  transmitted  through 
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La  Fontaine,  and  then  through  the  lighter  work  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  has  retained  a  certain  hold  on  literature  for  its  particular 
purpose  almost  to  the  present  day.  The  most  remarkable  writer, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  style,  in  this  part  of  the  century  is 
perhaps  Bonaventure  des  P^riers,  who  displays  both  the  vernacular 
purity  free  from  classical  mixture,  and  at  the  same  time  the  Re- 
n^ssance  admiration  and  imitation  of  the  classics  in  a  very  high 
degree.  Yet  the  same  lesson  is  taught  by  the  prose  of  Des  F^riers 
as  by  the  verse  of  MaroL  The  language  had  not  as  yet  arrived  at 
its  full  growth,  it  had  not  taken  in  its  full  supply  of  nourishment. 
It  was  therefore  not  eq^ual  to  the  complete  duties  of  a  literary 
tongue.     It  wanted  enriching,  strengthening,  educating. 

This  task  it  was  which  was  performed,  and  performed  on  the 
whole  with  remarkable  skill  and  success,  by  the  Pl^iade  movement. 
It  is  not  easy  to  fiit  on  any  period  in  the  history  of  any  other 
language  in  which,  at  an  interval  of  fifty  years,  the  advance  in  the 
capacities,  as  distinguished  from  the  mere  accomplishments  of  the 
tongue,  is  so  noticeable  as  it  is  In  French  between  1550  and  1600. 
It  is  not  merely  that  between  these  dates  writers  of  talent  and  even 
genius  may  be  mentioned  by  the  dozen,  that  the  language  can  boast 
of  having  added  to  its  stores  the  odes  of  Ronsard,  the  sonnets  of 
Du  Bellay,  the  myriad  graceful  songs  of  the  lesser  poets  of  the 
Pl^iade,  the  stately  descriptions  of  Du  Bartas,  the  fiery  invective  of 
D'Aubign^  the  polished  satire  of  Regnier,  the  essays  of  Mont- 
aigne, the  immortal  pasquinades  of  the  M^nipp^e — it  is  that  the 
whole  constitution  and  organisation  of  the  language  has  been 
strengthened  and  improved.  That  the  secret  of  the  Alexandrine  has 
at  last  been  mastered  means  that  the  whole  future  course  of  French 
p>oetry  is  in  a  manner  mapped  out.  That  lyric  measures  have  been 
devised,  intricate,  not  merely  in  arrangement  like  those  of  the 
mediaeval  forms,  but  in  harmony,  means  that  at  any  future  time 
French  poets  who  choose  to  recur  to  this  storehouse  may  find  the 
withal  to  equip  themselves.  That  the  vocabulary  has  been  enormously 
if  somewhat  indiscriminately  increased,  means  that  writers  in  the 
future,  at  whatever  loss  they  may  be  for  thought,  need  certainly  be 
at  no  loss  for  words  to  express  it.  But  the  gain  is  greater  even 
than  this.   Not  merely  have  the  glossary,  the  grammar,  the  prosody 
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of  the  language  been  enriched,  but  entirely  new  moulds  in  which 
literary  work  can  be  cast  have  been  added  to  the  literature.  The 
form  of  drama  in  which  France  was  to  achieve,  with  but  Uttic 
formal  alteration,  some  of  her  greatest  literary  triumphs,  has  been 
discovered  and  acclimatised ;  the  essay  has  become  a  recognised 
thing;  attempts  at  liistory  proper  as  distinct  from  mere  annals  and 
chronicles  have  been  made.  Literature,  in  short,  is  organised,  and 
literary  labour  works  in  matter  roughly  at  least  prepared  and  shaped. 
One  of  the  greatest  drawbacks  of  mediaeval  literature,  the  con- 
liision  of  styles,  the  handling  of  science  in  verse,  of  theology  in 
tenns  taken  from  amatory  romances,  of  politics  in  'dreams,'  of 
social  satire  in  clumsy  allegories,  is  cleared  away.  The  form 
most  suitable  for  every  kind  of  literary  work  has  been  more  or  less 
made  clear  to  the  literary  workman,  and  a  plentiful  supply  of 
material  in  the  shape  of  vocabulary  is  at  his  disposal 

That  this  great  accomplishment  is  on  the  whole  the  doing  of 
the  Pl^iade  in  its  larger  sense,  as  designating  and  including  the 
men  of  letters  of  1550-1600,  no  impartial  student  of  the  period 
can  doubt.  But  at  the  same  time  there  is  no  doubt  either  that 
their  work  was  both  incomplete  and  in  some  respects  open  to 
grave  objection.  They  had,  like  all  reformers,  literary  as  well  as 
political,  neglected  to  preserve  the  historical  continuity,  and  de- 
liberately turned  their  backs  on  the  traditions  of  the  langu^e  and 
the  literature.  Their  importations  and  imitations  had  been  some- 
times unnecessary,  sometimes  awkward,  sometimes  absurd.  The 
mass  of  their  contributions  required  examination,  arrangement, 
and  no  doubt  in  some  cases  rejection.  Moreover,  they  had  on 
the  whole  concentrated  their  attention  too  much  upon  poetry  ; 
prose,  the  less  exquisite  but  the  more  useful  instrument,  had  been 
comparatively  neglected.  Almost  all  styles  had  been  tried  in  it, 
but  no  genera!  style  nor  the  conditions  of  any  had  been  elaborated. 
In  drama  much  remained  to  be  done.  The  model  was  there  in 
the  rough,  but  the  workmen  bad  been  unskilful,  and  fifty  years  of 
practice  on  the  plan  of  Jodelle  had  not  yet  resulted  in  the  com- 
posiUon  of  one  really  dramatic  play.  In  short,  though  the  Pl^iade 
movement  had  begun  hy  being  nothing  if  not  critical,  it  had  not 
kept  up  the  habit  of  self-criticism.      The   application  of  this 
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criticism  was  what  was  left  for  the  seventeenth  century  to  supply, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  elaboration  of  a  complete  and  workman- 
like prose  style.  We  shall  see  how  early  and  how  e^erly  this  task 
wasaccepted,  and  how  thoroughly  it  was  carried  out;  so  thoroughly, 
that  ihe  seventeenth  century  is  the  age  of  perfect  French  prose. 
But  what  was  gained  in  prose  was  lost  in  poetry,  and,  putting  the 
dramatists  aside,  the  drop  in  this  respect  from  the  sixteenth  to 
the  seventeenth  century  is  immense.  The  sixteenth  is,  putting 
ihe  nineteenth  out  of  question,  the  palmy  time  of  poetry  in  France. 
The  urbanity  of  Marot,  the  stately  grace  of  Ronsard  and  his 
followers,  the  majesty  of  Du  Bartas,  the  fire  of  D'Aubign^,  the 
DCrvous  and  yet  effortless  strength  of  Regnier,  have  never  been 
surpassed,  and  until  the  nineteenth  century  they  have  rarely  been 
equalled.  If  to  this  be  added  the  more  irregular  and  unequal,  but 
hardly  inferior  merits  of  the  best  sixteenth-century  prose,  the  in- 
exhaustible humour  of  Rabelais,  the  simplicity  and  varied  colour 
of  the  great  memoir-writers,  the  subtle  ,  eloquence  of  Montaigne,  it 
may  perhaps  seem  that  the  period  can  contest  the  primacy  with 
any  other.  The  dispute  between  it  and  its  successor  is,  however, 
only  an  instance  of  one  which  recurs  again  and  again  in  literature, 
and  which  neither  need  nor  should  be  handled  here  at  length. 
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TBE   SBVSNTBENTH   CENTUBT. 


The  history  of  the  poetry  of  the  seventeenth  century  in  France 
UftUwrba  "^turally  and  necessarily  opens  with  Malherbe,  though 
he  was  forty-five  years  old  at  its  beginning,  and  con- 
siderably the  senior  of  Regnier,  who  haa  been  included  among; 
the  poets  of  the  Renaissance.  Francois  de  Malherbe'  was  bom 
at  Caen  in  1555,  being  the  eldest  son  of  his  father,  another 
Franfois  de  Malherbe,  and  both  on  the  father's  and  mother's  «de 
of  noble  family.  He  was  educated  at  his  native  town,  in  Germany 
and  in  Paris,  and  when  he  "was  twenty-one  he  entered  the  army. 
He  married  in  1581,  and  had  three  children,  two  of  whom  died 
young — a  circumstance  not  immaterial  in  connection  with  his  most 
famous  poem,  which  is  a  '  Consolation '  to  a  certain  M.  du  P^rier, 
whose  daughter  Marguerite  had  died  in  her  youth.  He  seems  to 
have  written  verses  tolerably  early,  but,  exercising  on  himself  the 
same  rigid  principles  of  criticism  which  he  applied  to  others,  he 
preserved  -none  or  hardly  any  of  them.  It  was  not  till  he  was 
past  forty  that  his  best-known  poems  were  written,  and  the  whole 
amount  of  his  surviving  work  is  not  large.  During  the  first  two- 
thirds  of  his  life  he  was  not  rich,  for  his  patrimony  was  scanty, 
and  the  death  of  the  Grand  Prior,  Henri  d'AngoulSme,  to  whom 
he  had  attached  himself,  deprived  him  of  the  chances  of  preferment. 

'  Ed.  Lalanne.  5  V0I3.  Paris,  1861-67 ;  sl^o  (poems  only)  coaveniaitly  by 
Jaonct  Paris,  1874.  '  Bes[i3es  h[s  verse  Malherbe  wrote  some  translations  ot 
Seneca  and  Livy,  and  a  great  nnmber  of  Utler^  including  many  to  Peiiesc,  a 
•avant  of  the  time  wbo  is  best  known  from  Gassendi'i  £j/t  of  him. 


But  in  1605  he  was  presented  to  Henri  IV, ;  he  soon  afterwards 
received  various  places,  and  for  more  than  twenty  years  was  a 
court  favourite,  and  in  a  way  the  autocrat  of  poetry.  He  died 
in  1628. 

It  has  been  said  that  Malherbe's  poe^cal  work  is  by  no  means 
voluminous :  a  small  volume  of'  two  hundred  pages,  not  very 
closely  or  minutely  printed,  contains  it  ail ;  and  ingenious  persons 
have  calculated  that  as  a  rule  he  did  not  write  more  than  four  or 
five  verses  a  month.  Nor  even  of  this  carefully  produced,  and 
still  more  carefully  weeded,  result  is  there  much  that  can  be  read 
with  pleasure  by  a  modern  student  of  poetry.  The  verse  by  which 
,  Malherbe  is  best  known, 

Gt,  rose,  elte  a  v^ca  ce  que  vivent  les  roses, 
is  worth  all  the  rest  of  his  work,  and  it  can  hardly  be  said  to  be 
more  than  a  very  graceful  and  touching  conceit.     But  Malherbe's 
position  in  the  history  of  French  poetry  is  a  very  important  one. 
He  deliberately  assumed  the  functions  of  a  reformer  of  literature ; 
and  whatever  may  be  thought  of  the  result  of  his  reforms,  their 
durability  and  the  almost  entire   acquiescence  with  which  they   ! 
were    received   prove   that   there   must  have  been  something  in    . 
them  remarkably  germane  to  the  spirit  and  taste  and  genius  of  | 
the  nation.     His  first  attempt  was  the  overthrow  of  the  Pl^iade.  ■ 
He   ridiculed  their  phraseology,  frowned  on  their  metres,  and,   ' 
being  himself  destitute  of  the  romantic  inspiration  which  bad 
animated  them,  set  himself  to  reduce  poetry  to  care  fully- worded 
metrical  prose.     The  story  is  always  told  of  him  that  he  went 
minutely  through  a  copy  of  Ronsard,  striking  out  whatever  he 
disapproved  of;  and  that,  when  some  one  pointed  out  the  mass  of 
lines  that  were  left,  he  drew  his  pen  {presumably  across  the  title- 
page,  for  it  is  not  obvious  how  else  he  could  have  done  it)  through 
the  rest  at  one  stroke.  The  insolent  folly  of  this  is  glaring  enough, 
for  Malherbe  is  not  worthy  as  a  poet  to  unloose  the  shoe-latchet 
of  Ronsard.     But   the   critic   had   rightly  appreciated  his   time. 
The  tendency  of  the  French  seventeenth  century  in  poetry  proper 
was  towards  the  restriction  of  vocabulary  and  rhythm,  the  avoid- 
ance of  original  and  daring  metaphor  and  suggestion,  the  .per- 
fecting of  a  few  metres  (with  the  Alexandrine  at  their  head)  Into 
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a  delicate  but  monotonous  harmon)-,  and  the  rejection  of  individual 
licence  in  favour  of  rigid  rule.  The  infiuence  of  Boileau  came 
rapidly  to  second  that  of  Malherbe,  and  the  result  ia  that  not  a 
single  poet — the  dramatists  are  here  excluded — of  the  seventeenth 
centuiy  in  France  deserves  more  than  fair  second-class  rank.  La 
Fontaine,. indeed,  was  a  writer  of  the  greatest  genius,  but,  though 
the  form  which  his  work  takes  is  metrical,  the  highest  merits  of 
poetry  proper  are  absent.  La  Fontaine,  too,  was  himself,  though 
an  admirer  of  Malherbe,  a  rebel  to  the  Malherbe  tradition,  and  de- 
lighted both  in  reading  and  imitating  the  work  of  the  Renaissance 
and  the  middle  ages.  But  he  is  always  dear,  precise,  and  matter- 
of-fact  in  the  midst  of  fancy,  never  attaining  to  the  peculiar  vague 
suggestiveness  which  constitutes  the  charm  of  poetry  proper. 

It  was,  however,  impossible  that  so  large  a  change  should 
accomplish  itself  at  once,  and  signs  of  mixed  influences  appear 
accordingly  in  all  ihe  poetical  work  of  the  first  half  of  the  century. 
The  Sotiool  Cardinal  du  Perron,  Malherbe's  introducer  at  court, 
of  Malherbo.  was  himself  a  poet  of  merit,  but  rather  in  the  Pl^iade 
style.  His  Temple  de  T Inconstance,  though  rougher  in  form,  is 
more  poetical  in  substance  than  anything,  save  a  very  few  pieces, 
of  Malherbe's,  Chassignet  displayed  some  of  the  same  char- 
acteristics with  a  graver  and  more  elegiac  spirit.  Gombaud  is 
chiefly  remarkable  as  a  sonneteer.  The  two  most  famous  of  the 
actual  pupils  of  Malherbe  were  Maynard  and  Racan,  Maynard' 
was  a  diplomatist  and  lawyer  of  rank,  who  was  born  at  Toulouse 
in  1582,  and  died  in  1646.  His  work  is  miscellaneous,  and  not 
very  extensive,  but  it  shows  that  he  had  learned  the  secret  of 
polished  versification  from  Malherbe,  and  that  he  was  able  to 
apply  it  with  a  good  deal  of  vigour  and  of  variety.  Honorat  de 
Bueil,  Marquis  de  Racan ',  was  the  author  of  a  pastoral  drama, 
ha  Btrgeries,  founded  on,  or  imitated  from,  the  Astrit  of  D'Urf^, 
of  an  elaborate  version  of  the  Psalms,  and  of  a  considerable 
number  of  the  miscellaneous  poems,  stances,  odes,  /pitres,  etc., 
which  were  lashionable.  Racan,  though  his  amiable  private  char- 
acter and  the  compliance  of  his  principal  work  with  a  fashionable 
folly  of  the  time  have  caused  him  to  be  somewhat  overestimated 
'  Ed. Lemerre.  3V0U.  Paris,  iSSfi-^.      '  Ed.  Latour.  1  toU.  Paris,  iSg;. 
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traditionally,  was  a  thoroughly  pleasing  poet,  with  a  great  com- 
mand of  fiuent  and  melodious  verse,  a  genuine  love  of  nature, 
and  occasionally  a  power  of  producing  poetry  of  a  true'  kind  which 
was  shared  by  few  of  his  contemporaries.  The  remarkable  author 
of  l^r  el  Sidm,  Jean  de  Sch^landre,  produced,  besides  his  play, 
a  considerable  number  of  miscellaneous  poems ;  but  he  was 
a  thorough  reactionary,  avowed  his  contempt  of  Malherbe,  and 
studied,  not  without  success,  Ronsard  and  his  own  coreligionist 
Du  Bartas  as  models.  One  of  the  most  original,  though  at  the 
same  time  one  of  the  most  unequal  poets  of  the  early  seven- 
teenth century,  was  Th&phile  de  Viaud,  oflen  called  Th^ophile* 
simply.  He,  too,  was  a  dramatist,  but  his  dramas  do  not  do  him 
much  credit,  their  style  being  exaggerated  and  '  precious.'  On 
the  other  hand,  his  miscellaneous  poems,  though  very  unequal, 
include  much  work  of  remarkable  beauty.  The  pieces  entitled  'La  ■ 
Solitude,' '  Sur  une  Tempgte,'  and  the  stanzas  beginning  '  Quand 
tu  me  vols  baiser  tes  bras,'  have  all  the  fervour  and  picturesqueness 
of  the  Pl^iade  without  its  occasional  blemishes  of  pedantic  ex- 
pression. Th^ophile  was  a  loose  liver  and  an  unfortunate  man. 
He  was  accused,  justly  or  unjustly,  of  writing  indecent  verses,  was 
imprisoned,  and  died  young. 

All  these  poets  were  writers  who,  except  in  bo  far  as  they 
held  to  the  elder  tradition  of  Ronsaid  or  the  new  gospel  of  Mal- 
herbe, can  hardly  be  said  to  have  belonged  to  any  school.   Towards 
the  middle  of  the  century,  however,  two  well-defined  ^shions  of 
poetry,  with  some  minor  ones,  distinguished  themselves.     There 
was,  in  the  first  place,  the  school  of  the  coterie  poets.      Tan  da 
who  devoted  themselves  to  producing  vers  de  socUU,      BoeWM. 
either  for  the  ladies,  or  for  the  great  men  of  the     Toitnre. 
period.   The  chief  of  this  school  was  beyond  all  question  Voiture'. 
This  admirable  writer  of  prose  and  verse   published  absolutely 
nothing  during  his  lifetime,  though  his  work  was  in  private  the 
delight  of  the  salons.     That  it   should  be,  under  the   circum- 
stances, somewhat  frivolous  is  almost  unavoidable.    But,  especially 
aftei  the  cessation  of  the   great  flow  of  inspiration  which  had 

>  Ed.  Alleatinie.     i  vols.    PiHi,  1855. 
*  Ed.  UbidnL    1  voli,    Fari^  1855. 
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characterised  (he  sixteenth  century,  it  was  of  no  small  importance 
that  the  art  of  perfect  expression  should  be  cultivated  in  French. 
Voiture  was  one  of  those  who  contributed  most  to  the  cultivation 
of  this  art.  His  letters  are  as  correct  as  those  of  Balzac,  anii 
much  less  stilted;  and  of  his  poetry  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
nothing  more  charming  of  the  kind  has  ever  been  written  than  the 
sonnet  to  Uranie,  which  stirred  up  a  literary  war,  or  the  rondeau 
'  Ma  foi  c'est  fait  de  moi.'  This  last  put  once  more  in  fashion 
a  beautiful  and  thoroughly  French  form,  which  it  bad  been  one 
of  the  worst  deeds  of  the  Pl^iade  to  make  unfashionable.  The 
chief  rival  of  Voiture  was  Benserade,  a  much  younger  man,  whose 
sonnet  on  Job  was  held  to  excel,  though  it  certainly  does  not,  that 
to  Uranie.  Benserade  was  of  higher  birth  and  larger  fortune  than 
Voiture,  and  long  outlived  him.  He  was  a  great  writer  of  ballets 
or  masques,  and  not  unfrequently,  like  Voiture,  showed  diat 
a  true  poet  underlay  the  fantastic  disguises  he  put  on.  Around 
these  two  are  grouped  numerous  minor  poets  of  different  merit 
Boisrobert,  the  favourite  of  Richelieu  and  the  companion  of 
Rotron  and  Corneille  in  that  minister's  band  of  '  five  poets ; ' 
Maleville,  who  in  one  of  the  son  net- tournaments  of  the  time,  that 
oi  iht  Belle  Miiltnaue,'^^,^  supposed  to  have  excelled  even  Voiture; 
Colletet,  whose  poems  make  him  less  important  in  literature  than 
his  Lives  of  the  French  poets,  which  unfortunately  perished  during 
the  Commune  before  they  had  been  fully  printed ;  Gombervillc, 
more  femous  as  a  novelist ;  Sarrasin,  an  admirable  prose  writer, 
and  a  clever  composer  of  ballades  and  other  light  verse ;  Godeau, 
a  bishop  and  a  very  clever  versifier;  Blot,  who  was  rather  a 
political  than  a  social  rhymer;  Marigny,  who  was  also  famous 
for  his  Mazarinades,  but  whose  satirical  power  was  by  no  means 
the  only  side  of  his  poetical  talent ;  Charleval,  whose  personal 
popularity  was  greater  than  his  literary  ability ;  Maucroix,  the 
friend  of  La  Fontaine ;  Segrais,  an  eclogue  writer  of  no  small 
merit;  Chapelle,  an  idle  epicurean,  who  derives  most  of  his  fame 
from  the  fact  of  his  having  been  intimate  with  all  the  foremost 
literary  men  of  the  time,  and  from  his  having  composed,  in  com- 
pany with  Bachaumont,  a  Voyage  in  mixed  prose  and  verse,  the 
form  of  which  was  long  very  popular  in  France  and  was  imitated 
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with  especial  success  by  Anthony  Hamilton  and  Voltaire;  Pa- 
vilion, who  deserves  a  very  similar  general  description,  but  who ' 
gave  no  such  single  example  of  his  abilities :  all  belong  to  this 
class. 

Side  by  side  with  the  frivolous  school,  but  in  curious  contrast 
with  it,  there  existed  a  school  of  ponderous  epic  writers,  Epic  School, 
the  extirpation  of  which  is  the  best  claim  of  Boileau  ChopBlain, 
to  the  gratitude  of  posterity.  The  typical  poets  of  this  dass 
are  Georges  de  Scud^ry,  the  author  of  Alaric,  and  Chapeldn,  the 
author  of  the  Puctlk.  Scud^ry  was  a  soldier  and  a  man  of  con- 
siderable talent,  who  lacked  nothing  but  patience  and  the  power 
of  self-criticism  to  produce  really  good  work.  Like  his  more 
famous  sister,  he  had  invention  and  literary  facility.  His  plays  are 
not  without  merit  in  parts,  and  his  epic  of  Alartc,  amidst  astonish- 
ing platitudes  and  extravagances,  has  occasional  good  lines.  But 
Cbapelain  is  by  far  the  most  remarkable  figure  of  the  school. 
He  was  bred  up  to  be  a  poet  from  his  earliest  age,  and  by  a  stroke 
of  luck,  impossible  in  less  anomalous  times,  he  was  taken  at  his 
own  valuation  for  years.  La  Pucdle  was  quoted  in  manuscript, 
and  anxiously  expected  for  half  a  short  lifetime.  It  only  appeared 
to  be  hopelessly  damned.  There  are  passages  in  it  of  merit,  but 
they  are  associated  with  lines  which  read  like  designed  burlesques. 
The  onslaughts  of  Boileau  have  created  a  kind  of  reaction  in 
favour  of  Chapelain  with  some  who  disagree  with  fioUeau's 
poetical  principles :  but  he  is  not  defensible.  His  odes  are  indeed 
tolerable  in  parts;  not  so  the  Puctlle,  save,  as  has  been  said,  in 
occasional  lines.  The  Clovis  of  Desmarets  de  Saint-Sorlin  is  worse 
than  the  Puceltt.  On  the  other  band,  the  F^e  le  Moyne  in  his 
St.  Lottii,  taking  apparently  Du  Bartas  as  his  model,  produced 
work  which,  if  not  very  readable  as  a  whole,  manifests  real  and 
very  considerable  poetical  talent  Lastly,  Saint-Amant  in  the  Molse 
■Soiro/ showed  how  far  below  himself  a  clever  writer  may  be  when 
he  mistakes  his  style. 

Saint-Amant  ^,  who,  to  do  him  justice,  did  not  call  MoUse  Sauv/ 
an  epic  but  an.'idylle  h^roique,'  is  the  link  between  this  school 
and  a  third  composed  of  purely  convivial  poets,  who  even  in  this 
'  Ed.  LiTct.    *  Tols.    PuU,  1855. 
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century  furnished  work  of  remarkable  excellence,  and  who  pro- 

BMch»-      duced  a  numerous  and  brilliant  progeny  in  the  next 

tuOiu)        Saint-Amant's  Anacreonitc  poems  are  of  great  merit. 

School.       Of  the  same  class  was  Saint-Pavin,  who  was  not  merely 

SkintAniBiit.  ^  fj,gg  ij^,gj._  (j^j  ^  jjiember  of  the  small  but  influendal 

free-thinking  sect  which  preceded  and  gave  birth  to  the  Philosopha 

of  the  nest  century.  This  time,  moreover,  was  the  period  of  a  curious 

literary  trick,  the  resuscitation  or  forging  of  the  convivial  poems 

of  Oliver  Basselin  by  a  Norman  lawyer  of  the  name  of  Jean  le 

Houx.     A  genuine  and  contemporary  BasseUn,  in  the  person  of 

a  carpenter  named  Adam  Billaut,  produced  some  notable  wort 

of  the  same  kind.    Unfortunately  the  Anacreontic  poetry  of  this 

time  suffers  from  the  too  frequent  coarseness  of  its  language ;  8 

fauU  which  indeed  was  not  fully  corrected  until  granger's  days. 

The  members,  however,  of  alt  these  schools  have  long  lost 
their  hold  on  all  but  students  of  literature,  and,  with  the  exception 
of  X.a  Fontaine  and  Boileau,  it  is  not  easy  to  mention  any  non- 
dramatic  poet  of  the  seventeenth  century  who  has  kept  a  place  in 
taioB.  ^^  general  memory.  Jean  la  Fontaine '  was  bom  at 
Cbiteau  Thierry  in  Champagne  in  the  year  1621,  and 
died  at  Paris  in  1695.  His  father  held  a  considerable  post  as 
ranger  of  the  neighbouring  focests,  an  office  which  passed  to  his 
son.  La  Fontaine  seems  to  nave  been  carelessly  educated,  but 
after  a  certain  time  literature  attracted  him,  and  he  began  to  study 
in  a  desultory  fashion,  without  however,  as  it  would  appear,  being 
himself  tempted  to  write.  At  the  age  of  six-and-twenty  he  married 
Marie  H^ricart,  a  girl  of  sixteen,  who  is  said  to  have  been  both 
amiable  and  beautiful,  and  not  long  afterwards  he  was  left  his 
own  master  by  his  father's  death.  He  was  suited  very  ill  by  nature 
either  to  fill  a  responsible  office  or  to  be  head  of  a  house.  The 
well-known  stories  of  his  absence  of  mind,  his  simplicity,  his 
indifference  to  outward  affairs,  have  no  doubt  been  exaggerated, 
but  there  is,  equally  without  doubt,  a  foundation  of  fact  in  them. 
On  the  other  hand,  though  the  most  serious  charges  against  his  wife 
seem  to  rest  on  no  foundation,  it  is  certain  that  she  had  httle 
aptitude  for  housewifery.  After  a  time  the  household  was  broken 
■  Ed.  Moland.     7  vols.     Parii,  1S79.    Alto  cd.  Kegoier,  voL  i.  Ptuii,  1 8S^ 
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up,  though  there  was  offspring  of  the  marriage.  A  division  of  goods 
was  effected,  and  husband  and  wife  separated,  not  to  meet  again 
except  on  visits  and  for  brief  spaces  of  time,  though  they  seem  to 
have  remained  on  perfectly  friendly  terms.  La  Fontaine  went  to 
Paris,  and  very  soon  attracted  (he  notice  of  Fouquet,  the  magnifi- 
cent superintendent  of  the  finances,  who  gave  him  a  pension  of  a 
thousand  Uvres  and  made  him  a  member  of  his  literary  household. 
Here  La  Fontaine  began  to  write.  At  the  downfall  of  Fouquet  he 
was  constant  to  his  friend,  and  produced  the  best-known  of  his  mis- 
cellaneous poems,  the  'Pleurez,  Nymphes  de  VauxV  The  mis- 
fortune unsettled  him  for  a  time,  and  he  travelled  about.  But  re- 
turning to  his  native  place,  he  was  taken  into  favour  by  the  Duchess 
of  Bouillon,  and  this  was  the  beginning  of  a  series  of  patronages 
which  lasted  tiQ  the  end  of  his  life.  Once  more  visiting  Paris,  he 
became  a  favourite  with  many  men  and  women  of  rank,  and  began 
his  serious  literary  work  by  producing  the  first  part  of  his  Conies. 
The  remaining  parts  and  the  Fables  appeared  at  interv^s  during 
the  remainder  of  his  life.  His  second  visit  to  Paris  brought  about 
his  traditional  association  with  BoileaU)  Moli^^  and  Racine,  the  four 
meeting  at  regular  intervals,  either  in  taverns  or  at  lodgings 
in  the  Rue  Vieux  Colombier.  During  the  later  years  of  his 
life  La  Fontaine  was  a  confirmed  Parisian.  His  ofBce  at  Ch&teau 
Thierry>had  been  sold,  and  he  was  the  guest  of  various  hospitable 
persons,  the  chief  of  whom  was  Madame  de  la  SabUfere.  In  1668 
appeared  the  first  part  of  the  Fables  with  universal  approval  Bui 
the  loose  character  of  the  ConUs,  and  still  more  the  association  of 
La  Fontaine  with  some  of  the  freethinkers  who  were  in  ill-repute 
with  the  king's  spiritual  advisers,  retarded  his  admission  to  the 
Academy.  When  Colbert  died.  La  Fontaine  and  Boileau  were 
the  two  candidates;  an  awkward  accident,  considering  their  friend- 
ship, and  the  fact  that  the  court  was  as  decidedly  for  Boileau  as 
the  Academy  itself  for  La  Fontaine.  The  latter  was  elected,  but 
the  king  delayed  his  assent,  and  even  seemed  likely  to  exercise  a 
veto,  when  fortunately  a  second  vacancy  occurred,  and  Boileau 
being  elected,  both  were  approved  by  the  king,  Boileau  warmly, 

>  Thii  is  in  reality  the  b^inning  of  the  leetnd  line  of  the  poem,  though  it  is 
oAen  quoted  as  if  it  were  the  brat. 
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La  Fonl^ne  with  the  grudging  tenns  'Vous  pouvez  recevoir  La 
Fontaine ;  il  a  promis  d'fitre  sage.'  A  curious  warning  of  a  similar 
tenor  was  contained  in  the  '  discours  de  reception.' 

La  Fontaine's  work  is  considerable,  including  many  miscellaneous 
poems,  the  romance  of  Psyche,  and  various  dramatic  attempts 
which  were  more  or  less  failures.  But  the  Conies  and  the  Fables 
are  the  only  works  which  have  held  their  ground  with  posterity, 
and  it  is  upon  them  that  his  reputation  is  justly  based.  The  first 
part  of  (he  C<wi^  appeared  at  the  extreme  end  of  1664*,  the  second 
in  1667,  the  third  in  1671,  but  the  author  added  pieces  in  succes- 
sive editions.  The  first  part  of  the  Fabks  appeared  in  1668, 
dedicated  to  the  Dauphin,  the  second  in  1679,  dedicated  to  Madame 
de  Montespan,  the  third  in  1 693,  dedicated  to  the  Due  de  Bourgogne, 
who  is  said  to  have  been  taught  by  F6nelon  to  delight  in  La  Fon- 
taine, and  to  have  sent  him  just  before  his  death  all  the  money  he 
had.  The  two  books  are  complementary  to  each  other,  and  La 
Fontaine's  genius  cannot  be  judged  byeither  alone.  It  has  been 
remarked  that  he  was  a  diligent  though  apparently  a  very  desultory 
reader.  He  read  the  Italians,  and,  apparently  with  stili  more  relish 
and  profit,  the  works  of  the  old  French  writers,  to  whom  the  Italians 
owed  so  much.  The  spirit  of  the  Fabliaux  had  been  dead,  or  at  any 
rate  dormant,  since  Marot  and  Rabelais;  La  Fontaine  revived  it. 
Even  purists,  like  his  friend  Boileau,  admitted  a  pertain  archdsm  in 
lighter  poetry,and  La  Fontaine  would  in  all  probability  have  troubled 
himself  very  little  if  they  had  not  ^is  language  is,  therefore,  more 
supple,  varied,  and  racy  than  even  that  of  Molifere,  and  this  is  his  first 
excellence.'  His  second  is  a  faculty  of  easy  narration  in  verse,  which 
is  absolutely  unequalled  except  perhaps  in  Pulci  and  Ariosto,  while 
it  is  certainly  unsurpassed  anywhere.  His  third  distinguishing  point 
is  his  power  of  insinuating,  it  may  be  a  satirical  point,  it  may 
be  a  moral  reflection,  which  is  also  hardly  equalled  and  as  certainly 

'  In  previous  editions  this  date  was,  by  an  oversight,  wrongly  printed  M 
i66».  M.  Scherer  in  coirectiiig  it  himself  made  a  probable  miatalte  in 
giving  '  1663."  That  date  is  on  the  title-page,  bnt  the  achtvl  d'imprimtr  is 
dated  Dec,  10,  1664,  and  ag  a  second  edition  vat  finisbed  by  Jan.  10,  1665,  il 
Is  practically  certain  that  the  book  was  out  before  the  end  of  the  year. 
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unsurpassed.  In  the  authors  whom  La  Fontaine  followed,  either 
deliberately  or  unconsciously,  the  models  of  bis  tales  and  his  fables 
were  indiscriminately  mingled;  but  he  separated  them  by  so  rigid  a 
liiie  that,  while  there  is  hardly  a  phrase  in  his  FabUi  which  is  not 
suited  virginibus  putrisqui,  the  Contes  are  not  exactly  a  book  for 
youth.  In  the  latter  the  author  has  taken  subjects,  always  amusing 
but  not  unfrequently  loose,  Aom  the  old  fabulists,  from  Boccaccio, 
from  the  French  prose  tale-tellers  of  the  Cent  NoKoelks  Nouvelkt 
and  similar  collections,  from  Rabelais,  from  a  few  Italian  writers 
of  the  Renaissance,  and  has  dressed  them  up  in  the  incomparable 
narrative  of  which  he  alone  has  the  secret.  Where  he  treads  in  the 
steps  of  the  greatest  writers  he  is  almost  always  best  '  Joconde' 
supplies  the  opportunity  of  a  remarkable  comparison  with  Ariosto; 
'La  Fiancee  du  Roi  de  Garbe '  of  a  still  more  remarkable  compa- 
rison with  Boccaccio,  In  this  latter  respect  the  palm  of  vivid  and 
varied  narration  is  with  La  Fontaine,  but  he  misses  something  of 
the  spirit  of  the  original  in  his  portrait  of  Alaciel ;  indeed  La  Fon- 
taine's weakest  point  is  in  the  comparatively  pedestrian  character 
of  his  treatment  He  has  little  romance,  and  in  translating,  not 
merely  the  Italians  but  such  countrymen  and  women  of  his  own  as 
the  authors  of  the  Heptameron,  he  loses  the  poetical  charm  which, 
as  has  been  pointed  out,  graces  and  saves  the  morality  or  im- 
morality of  the  Renaissance.  Therefore,  despite  the  wonderful 
variety  and  vivid  painting  of  the  Conies,  presenting  a  series  of  pic- 
tares  which  for  these  qualities  have  few  rivals  in  Utcrature,  the 
disapproval  with  which  censors  more  rigid  than  Johnson  (whose 
excuse  of  Prior  will  fairly  stretch  to  Prior's  original)  have  visited 
them  is  not  altogether  unjustifiable. 

The  Fables,  with  hardly  less  excellence  of  the  purely  literary 
kind,  are  fortunately  free  from  the  least  vestige  of  any  similar  fault 
La  Fontaine,  instead  of  in  the  smallest  degree  degrading  the  beast- 
fable,  has,  on  the  contnuy,  exalted  it  to  almost  the  highest  point  of 
which  it  is  capable.  Not  many  books  have  made  and  kept  a  more 
durable  and  solid  repuiatioa  The  few  dissentient  voices  in  the 
chorus  of  eulogy  have  been  those  of  eccentric  crotcheteers  like 
Rousseau,  or  sentimentaH'sts  like  Lamartine.  It  is,  indeed,  im- 
possible to  read  the  Fables  without  prejudice  and  not  be  captivated 
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by  them.  As  mere  narratives  they  arc  charming,  and  the  per- 
petual presence  of  an  undercurrent  of  sly,  good-humoured,  satirical 
meaning  relieves  them  from  all  charge  of  insipidity.  La  Fontaine, 
like  Goldsmith,  was  with  his  pen  in  his  hand  as  shrewd  and  as 
deeply  learned  in  human  nature  as  without  it  he  was  simple  and 

Something  has  to  be  said  of  the  form  and  strictly  poetical  value 
of  these  two  remarkable  books — as  remarkable,  let  it  be  remem- 
bered, for  their  bulk  as  for  their  excellence,  for  between  them  they 
cannot  contain  much  less  than. 30,000  verses.  The  measure  is 
almost  always  an  hregular  mixture  of  lines  of  different  lengths, 
rhyming  sometimes  in  couplets,  sometimes  in  interlaced  stanzas, 
which  La  Fontaine  established  as  the  vehicle  of  serio-comic  narra- 
tion. For  this,  in  his  hands,  it  is  extraordinarily  well  fitted.  As 
for  the  strictly  poetic  value  of  the  work,  it  is  perhaps  significant 
that  though  he  is,  taking  quantity  and  excellence  together,  the  most 
important  non-dramatic  writer  of  verse  of  the  whole  century  in 
France,  he  is  rarely  thought  of  (out  of  France)  as  a  poet.  A  poet, 
indeed,  in  the  highest  sense  of  the  word  he  is  noL  He  has  hardly 
any  passion,  evidences  of  it  being  almost  confined  to  the  elegy  to 
Fouquet  and,  perhaps,  as  M.  Theodore  de  Banville  pleads,  to  the 
'  Faucon '  and  '  Courtisane  Amoureuse '  of  the  Conkt.  He  has  no 
indefinite  suggestion  of  beauty;  even  his  descriptions  of  nature, 
though  always  accurate  and  picturesque,  being  somewhat  prosaic 
He  may  be  sjud  to  be  a  prose  writer  of  the  very  first  class  who 
chose  to  write  in  verse,  and  who  justified  his  choice  by  a  wonderful 
technical  ability  in  the  particular  form  of  verse  which  he  used. 
There  is  no  greater  mistake  than  the  supposition  that  La  Fontaine's 
verse-writing  is  mere  facile  improvisation, 

Nicolas  Boileau',  who  was  long  known  in  France  as  the  '  Law- 
giver of  Parnassus,'  and  who,  perhaps,  exercised  a  more  powerAil 

I_,  „  and  lasting  influence  over  the  literature  of  his  native 

BoUeau.  °  ,  ■  .     ,  .         , 

country  than  any  other  critic  has  ever  enjoyed,  was 
bom  at  Paris  on  Ail  Saints'' Day,  1636.     His  Enther  held  the  post 
of  registrar  of  one  of  the  numerous  courts  of  law,  and  his  family 
had  legal  connections  of  wide  range  and  long  dale.    He  himself 
>  Ed.  Foumier.     Puii,  187^ 
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was  brought  up  lo  the  law,  but  had  tjot  the  least  inclination  for  it ; 
and  at  his  father's  death,  which  happened  exactly  when  he  attained 
his   majority,  his  inheritance  was  considerable  enough  to   allow 
him   lo  do  as  he  pleased.     The  family  was  a  large  one,  and, 
according  to  a  custom  of  the  time,  the  brothers,  or  at  least  some 
of  them,  were  distinguished  by  additional  surnames.     That  which 
Nicolas  took — Despr^aux— was,  at   any  rate  during  his  youth, 
more  frequently  used  than  his  patronymic,  and  has  continued  to 
be    applied    to    him    indifferently,    thereby  causing   some    odd 
blunders  on  the  part  of  ignorant  people.    He  himself  sometimes 
signed  Despr^aux   and  sometimes  Boileau-Despr^aux.      Besides 
law,  he  had  also  studied  theology,  and,  though  he  never  took 
orders,  he  enjoyed  for  a  considerable  lime  a  priory  at  Beauvais, , 
the    profits  of  which,   however,  he  returned  when  he  definitely 
abandoned  the  idea  of  the  church  as  a  profession.     He  very  early 
made  attempts  in  literature,  and  when  he  was  a  man  of  seven-  or. 
eight- and- twenty,  he  joined  La  Fontaine,  Racine,  and  Molifere  in  I 
the  celebrated  society  of  four.     Social  and  literary  criticism  was  I 
even  thus  early  his  forte,  and  his  first  collections  of  Horatian  | 
satire  were  published  in  iti66,  though,  owing  to  the  inBuence  of  I 
Chapelain.  the  royal   privilege , was  shortly  after  withdrawn  from** 
them.     Boileau,  however,  soon  became  a  great  iavourite  with  the  -^ 
king,  as,  though  in  actual  conversation  he  retained  his   natural    \ 
freedom  of  speech,  be  did  not  hesitate  to  use  the  most  grovelling  -^ 
flattery  of  expression  in  verse,    pensions  and  places  were  given  to 
him  freely,  so  that,  his  own  property  being  not  inconsiderable,  he 
was  one  of  the  few  wealthy  men  of  letters  of  the  day.     He  was 
kept  out  of  the  Academy  for  some  time  by  the  fact  that  he  had 
libelled  half  its  members  and  was  unpopular  with  the  other  half, 
but  the  royal  influence  at  last  got  him  in  in  1684.     In  his  later 
years  the  morose  arrogance,  which  was  his  chief  characteristic,  in- 
creased on  him,  and  was  doubtless  aggravated  by  the  bad  health 
from  which  he  suffered  during  the  whole  of  his  long  life.     He  died 
in  1711,  having  outlived  all  his  friends  except  Louis  himself. 

Boileau's  works  consist  of  twelve  satires,  of  the  same  number  ; 
of  epistles,  of  an  Art  Po^tiqtu,  of  the  Lulrin,  a  serio-comic  poem, 
of  two  odes,  and  of  three  or  four  score  epigrams  and  miscellaneous 
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pieces  in  verse,  with  a  translation  of  Longinus  on  the  Sublime, 
some  short  cjjtical  disseitations,  and  a  number  of  letters  in  prose, 
'  With  the  exception  of  the  Lulrin  it  will  be  observed  that  almost  all 
his  poetical  work  is  very  closely  modelled  on  Horace.  His  satirie 
is  extremely  clever,  but,  as  necessarily  happens  when  the  frame 
and  manner  of  one  time  are  used  for  the  circumstances  of  another, 
it  is  altogether  artificial  The  Horatian  satire  is  nothing  if  not 
personal,  and  as  Boileau  (even  more  than  Pope,  who  Strongly 
resembles  him)  had  a  bad  heart,  his  personalities  are  unusually 
reckless  and  offensive.  Thus  in  a.  couplet  E^inat  parasites  he 
inserted  at  one  time  the  name  of  Colletet  (son  of  the  CoUetet  men- 
tioned above),  at  another  that  of  Pelletier,  though  both  were  noto- 
riously free  from  the  vice,  and  guilty  of  no  fault  except  poverty  and 
!B  disposition  to  produce  indifferent  verse.  Boileau's  crusade,  too, 
against  the  minor  poets  of  his  day  was  unfortunately  followed  by 
his  own  production  of  a  ridiculous  ode,  excellently  burlesqued  by 
Prior,  on  the  taking  of  Namur  in  i6t)i  by  the  French.  This,  with 
certain  pieces  of  Young's,  is  perhaps  the  most  glaring  example 
extant  of  how  a  writer  of  great  ^ent  and  literaiy  skill  may  combine 
the  basest  flattery  with  the  most  abjectly  bad  verse.  But  where  he 
confined  himself  to  his  proper  sphere,  Boileau  exhibited  no  small 
power.  He  was,  in  fact,  a  slashing  reviewer  in  verse,  and  there 
has  rarely  been  so  effective  a  practitioner  of  the  craft  Narrow  as 
was  his  idea  of  poetry,  it  was  perfectly  clear  and  precise,  and,  as 
his  pupil  Racine  showed,  he  coul4  teach  it  to  others  with  the  most 
striking  success.  Le  Lulrin,  too,  is  a  poem  which,  in  a  rather 
trivial  kind,  is  something  of  a  masterpiece.  Its  subject,  the  quarrel 
of  a  chapter  of  ecclesiastics  about  the  position  of  a  lulrin  (lectern), 
afforded  Boileau  plenty  of  opportunity  for  introducing  that  sarcasm 
the  upper  middle  classes  which  was  his  forte ;  the  verse  is 
polished  and  correct,  the  satire,  though  rather  &cile  and  con- 
Iventional,  agreeable  enough.  His  satires  and  epistles  are  full 
J  of  striking  traits  evidently  studied  from  the  life,  but  he  is  always 
^-personal  and  almost  always  artificial,  never  rising  to  the  large  satiric 
conception  of  Regnier  or  of  Dryden.  So,  too,  most  of  the  stories 
which  are  recorded  of  him  (and  they  are  many)  are  stories  of  ill- 
natuied  remarks.  In  his  heart  of  hearts  he  knew  and  acknowledged 
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the  gjeatness  of  Coraeille,  yet  formally  and  in  public  he  could  not! 
refrain  from  directing  unjust  satire  at  the  veteran  whose  master- 1 
pieces  had  been  produced  when  he  was  in  his  cradle,  in  order  to  | 
exalt  his  own  pupil  Racine,  whom  he  privately  owned  to  be  simply  ' 
a  very  clever  and  docile  rhymester.  He  himself  was  very  much 
the  same  with  the  exception  of  the  docility.  His  good  sense,  his. 
talents,  his  eye  for  the  ludicrous — except  in  his  own  work— were! 
admirable,  and  the  ill-nature  of  his  satires,  with  their  frequent  in- 
jastice  and  the  strange  ignorance  they  display  of  all  literature 
except  the  Latin  classics  and  French  and  Italian  contemporary 
autht^s,  does  not  prevent  their  being  excellent  examples  of  French 
and  of  the  art  of  polite  libelling.  It  is  probable  that  Boileau  might 
have  fared  better  but  for  his  inconceivable  folly  in  attempting,  in 
the  Namur  ode,  a  style  for  which  he  had  not  the  least  aptitude,  and 
for  the  parrot-like  monotony  with  which  Frenchmen  before  1830, 
and  even  some  of  them  since  that  dale,  have  lauded  and  quoted^ 
him  and  accepted  hia  dicta.  But  the  most  lenient  estimate  of  ^ 
him  can  hardly  amount  to  more  than  that  he  was  an  excellent  j 
writer  of  prose  and  pedestrian  verse,  a  critic  of  singular  acuteness  \ 
within  a  narrow  range,  and  a  satirist  who  had  a  keen  eye  for  the 
ludicrous  aspect  of  things  and  persons,  and  a  remarkable  skill  at  . 
reproducing  that  aspect  in  words. 

The  list  of  poets  of  the  century  has  to  be  completed  by  some 
of  more  or  less  importance  who  flourished  in  the  later  days  of 
Loub  XIV,,  and,  in  some  few  cases,  outlived  him.  jitoorPoBts 
Br^beuf  might  have  been  mentioned  before,  as  he  of  the  later 
was  Boileau's  elder,  and,  dying  young,  did  not  reach  Beventoenth 
even  the  most  brilliant  period  of  the  reign.  But  he  °  ^' 
is  unlike  any  of  the  three  schools  who  have  been  described,  and 
his  language  is  more  modern  than  that  of  most  of  the  poets  who 
wrote  before  or  during  the  Fronde.  His  principal  work  is  a  trans- 
lation of  the  Phanalia,  in  which  both  the  defects  and  the  merits  of 
the  original  are  represented  with  remarkable  fidelity.  Boileau,  who 
found  fault  with  his  fatrat  obscur,  allowed  him  frequent  flashes 
of  genius,  and  these  flashes  are  rather  more  frequent  than  might 
be  supposed,  being  also  of  a  kind  which  Boileau  was  not  usually 
inclined  to  recognise.     Br^beof  is  decidedly  of  what  may  be  called 
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the  right  school  of  French  poets,  though  he  is  one  of  the  least  of 
that  school.  His  minor  poetry  displays  the  same  characteristics  as  his 
translation,  but  is  of  less  importance,  Madame  Deshouli^res,  still 
more  unjustly  criticised  by  Boileau,  is  unquestionably  one  of  the  chief 
poetesses  of  France  ;  indeed,  with  Louise  Lab^  and  Marceline  Des- 
hordes- Valmore,  she  is  almost  the  only  one  of  importance.  Her 
poems,  like  those  of  most  of  her  contemporaries,  are  of  the  occa- 
sional order,  and  have  too  much  in  them  that  is  artificial,  but  fre- 
quently also  they  have  real  pathos  and  occasionally  not  a  little  vigour, 
'  Le  Songe '  is  a  very  admirable  ode,  having  some  of  the  character- 
istics of  the  English  Caroline  school.  Racine  himself,  independ- 
ently of  his  dramas,  and  the  choruses  inserted  in  them,  wrote  some 
poetry,  chiefly  religious,  which  has  his  usual  characteristics  of  refine- 
ment in  language  and  versification.  Anthony  Hamilton  has  leFt 
some  verses  (notably  an  exquisite  song,  beginning  '  Celle  qu'adore 
mon  cceur  n'est  ni  brune  ni  blonde ')  as  dainty  and  original  as  his 
prose.  At  the  end  of  the  century  two  poets,  whose  names  always 
occur  together  in  literaiy  history,  the  Abb^  de  Chaulieu  and  the 
Marquis  de  la  Fare,  close  the  record.  They  were  not  only  alike 
in  their  literary  work,  but  were  personal  friends,  and  not  the  worst 
of  Chaulieu's  pieces  is  an  elegy  on  La  Fare,  whom,  though  the 
older  man  of  the  two,  he  survived.  They  were  both  members  of 
the  libertme  society  of  the  Temple,  over  which  the  Duke  de  Ven- 
ddme  presided,  and  which,  somewhat  later,  fonned  Voltaire.  The 
verses  of  both  were  strictly  occasional.  Chaulieu,  like  many  men 
of  letters  of  the  time,  published  nothing  during  his  long  life, 
though  his  poems  were  known  to  French  society  in  manusciipi. 
Beades  the  verses  on  La  Fare,  Chaulieu's  best  poem  is,  perhaps, 
that  'On  a  Country  Life'  (the  author  being  an  inveterate  in- 
habitant of  towns).  La  Fare,  on  the  Other  hand,  is  best  known  by 
his  stanzas  to  Chaulieu  on  '  La  Paresse,'  which  he  was  well  quali- 
fied to  sing,  inasmuch  as  it  is  said  that  during  many  years  of  his 
long  life  he  did  nothing  but  sleep  and  eat.  The  verses  of  the  two 
continued  to  be  models  of  style,  and  (in  a  way)  of  choice  of  sub- 
ject, during  the  whole  eighteenth  century.  Macaulay's  rhetorical 
description  of  Frederic's  verses,  as  '  hateful  to  gods  and  men,  the 
faint  echo  of  the  lyre  of  Chauheu,'  is  not  quite  just  in  its  suggestion. 
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Chaulieu,  and  still  more  La  Fare,  wrote  very  fair  occasional  poetry. 
One  curious  application  of  verse  during  this  century  requires 
meation  in  conclusion.  This  was  the  Gazette,  or  rhymed  news- 
tetter,  in  which  the  gossip  of  the  day,  the  diversions  of  the  court, 
etc.,  were  recorded  for  the  amusement  and  instruction  of  great 
persons  in  the  most  pedestrian  of  octosyllables.  The  chief  writer 
of  these  trifles,  which  aie  very  voluminous,  and  which  have  pre- 
served many  curious  particulars,  was  Loret,  who  was  succeeded  by 
Robinet,  Boursault,  Laurent,  and  others. 
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CHAPTER  II. 

DRAMATISTS. 

While  the  influence  of  Malherbe  was  thus  cramping  and  wither-' 
ing  poetry  proper  in  Fnoice,  it  combined  with  some  other  causes 
to  enable  drama  to  attain  the  highest  periection  possible  in  the 
particular  style  practised.  In  non-dramatic  poetry,  the  only  name 
of  the  seventeenth  century  which  can  be  s^d  even  to  approach 
the  first  class  is  that  of  La  Fontaine,  whose  verse,  except  for 
its  technical  excellence,  is  almost  as  near  to  prose  as  to  poetry 
itself.  But  the  names  of  CorneiUe,  Racine,  and  Molifere  stand 
in  the  highest  rank  of  French  authors,  and  their  works  will  remain 
the  chief  examples  of  the  kind  of  drama  which  they  professed. 
Nor  b  this  difference  in  any  way  surprising.  It  has  been  already 
shown  that  the.  style  of  drama  introduced  into  France  by  the 
Pl^iade,  and  pursued  with  but  little  alteration  afterwards,  was  a 
highly  artificial  and  a  highly  limited  kind.  It  lent  itself  success- 
fully to  comparatively  few  situations;  it  excluded  variety  of  action 
on  the  stage  ;  it  gave  no  opening  for  the  display  of  complicated  cha- 
racter. But  these  veiy  limitations  made  it  susceptible  of  very  high 
polish  and  elaboration  within  its  own  limited  range,  and  made  such 
polish  and  elaboration  almost  a  necessity  if  it  was  to  be  tolerable  at 
all.  The  correct  and  cold  language  and  style  which  Malherbe 
preached  ;  the  regularity  and  harmony  of  versification  on  which  he 
insisted  ;  the  strict  attention  to  rule  rather  than  impulse  which  he 
urged,  alt  suited  a  thing  in  itself  so  aitificial  as  the  Senecan  tragedy. 
They  were  not  so  suitable  to  the  more  libertine  genius  of  comedy. 
But  here,  fortunately  for  France,  the  regulations  were  less  rigid, 
and  the  abiding  popularity  of  the  indigenous  farce  gave  a  health/ 
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corrective.  The  astonishing  genius  of  Moli^re  succeeded  in  com- 
bining the  two  influences — the  lawless  freedom  of  the  old  (aicc, 
and  the  ordered  decency  of  the  Malherbian  poetry.  Even  his 
theatre  shows  some  sign  of  the  taint  with  which  '  classical '  drama 
is  so  deeply  imbued,  but  its  force  and  truth  almost  or  altogether 
redeem  the  Imperfections  of  its  scheme. 

We  have  seen  that  the  early  tragedy,  which  was  more  or  less 
directly  reproductive  of  Seneca,  attained  its  highest  pitch  in  the 
work  of  Garnier.  This  pitch  was  on  the  whole  well  maintained  by 
Antoine  de  Montchrestien,  a  roan  of  a  singular  history  Mont- 
and  of  a  singular  genius.  The  date  of  his  birth  is  not  oi>wrtton- 
exacdy  known,  but  he  was  the  son  of  an  apothecary  at  Falaise, 
and  belonged  to  the  Hugueaot  party.  Duels  and  lawsuits  suc- 
ceed each  other  in  his  stoiy,  and  by  some  means  or  other  he  was 
able  to  assume  the  title  of  Seigneur  de  Vasteville.  In  one  of  his 
duels  he  killed  his  man,  and  had  to  fly  to  England.  Being  par- 
doned,' he  returned  to  France  and  took  to  commerce.  But  afler 
the  death  of  Henri  IV.  he  joined  a  Huguenot  rising,  and  was 
killed  in  October  1631.  Montchrestien  wrote  a  treatise  on  Poli- 
tical Economy  '  (he  is  even  said  to  have  been  the  first  to  introduce 
the  tenn  into  French),  some  poems,  and  six  tr^edies,  Sophonisbe, 
or  La  Carlaginoise,  Les  Lacines,  David,  Aman,  Hector,  and  L'Ecos- 
saise.  Racine  availed  himself  not  a  little  of  Aman;  but  L'Ecossaise 
is  Montchrestien's  best  piece.  In  it  he  set  the  example  to  a  long 
line  of  dramatists,  from  Vondel  to  Mr.  Swinburne,  who  have  since 
treated  the  story  of  Mary  Queen  of  Scots.  It  is  not  part  of  the 
merit  of  Montchrestien  to  have  improved  on  the  technical  defects 
of  the  Jo  dell  e- Garnier  model.  His  action  is  still  deficient,  his 
speeches  immoderately  long.  Bat  his  choric  odes  are  of  great 
beauty,  and  his  tirades,  disproportionate  as  they  are,  show  a  con- 
siderable advance  in  the  power  of  indicating  character  as  well  as  in 
style  and  versification.  Beyond  this,  however,  the  force  of  the 
model  could  no  further  go,  and  some  alteration  was  necessary. 
Indeed  it  is  by  no  means  certain  that  the  later  plays  of  this 
class  were  ever  acted  at  all. 

For  a  not  inconsiderable  time  the  fate  of  French  tragedy  trembled 
1  Ed.  Funck-Breatano,    Puia,  1SS9 
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in  the  balance.  During  the  first  thirty  years  of  the  seventeenth 
century  the  most  prominent  dramatist  was  Alexandre 
Hardy'.  He  is  the  first  and  not  the  least  important 
example  in  French  literary  history  of  a  dramatic  author  pure  and 
simple,  a  playwright  who  was  a  playwright,  and  nothing  else.  Hardy 
was  for  years  attached  to  the  regular  company  of  actors  who  had 
succeeded  the  Confririe  at  the  Hfltel  de  Bourgognc,  and  wrote  or 
adapted  pieces  for  them  at  the  tariff  (it  is  said)  of  fifty  crowns  a 
play.  His  fertili^  was  immense ;  and  he  is  said  to  have  written 
some  hundreds  of  plays.  The  exact  number  is  variously  stated  at 
from  five  to  seven  hundred.  Forty-one  exist  in  print  Although 
not  destitute  of  original  power,  Hardy  was  driven  to  the  already 
copious  theatre  of  Spain  for  subjects  and  models.  His  plays  being 
meant  for  acting  and  for  nothing  else,  the  scholarly  but  tedious  exer- 
citations  of  the  Pl^iade  school  were  out  of  the  question.  Yet,  while 
he  introduced  a  great  deal  of  Spanish  embroilment  into  his  plots, 
and  a  great  deal  of  Spanish  bombast  into  his  speeches.  Hardy  still 
accepted  Ihe  general  outline  of  the  classical  tragedy,  and,  though 
utterly  careless  of  unity  of  place  and  time,  adhered  for  the  most 
part  to  the  perhaps  more  mischievous  unity  of  action.  His  best 
play,  Mariamne,  is  powerfully  written,  is  arranged  with  consider- 
able skill,  and  contains  some  fine  lines  and  even  scenes ;  but,  little 
as  Hardy  hampered  himself  with  rules,  it  still  has,  to  an  English 
reader,  a  certain  thinness  of  interest.  A  contemporary  of  Hardy's, 
Jean  de  Sch^landre,  made,  in  a  play*  which  does  not  seem  ever  to 
have  been  acted,  a  remarkable  attempt  at  enfranchising  French  tra- 
gedy with  the  full  privileges  rather  of  the  English  than  of  the  Spanish 
drama ;  but  this  play,  Tyr  el  Si'don,  had  no  imitators  and  no  in- 
fluence, and  the  general  model  remained  unaltered.  But  during  the 
first  quarter  of  the  century  the  theatre  was  exceedingly  popular,  and 
the  institution  of  strolling  troops  of  actors  spread  its  popularity  ail 

■  E.1.  Stengel.  S  toIs.  Marburg,  18S4.  Cf.  Rigal,  Altxandri  Hardy. 
Paris,  1889. 

'  This  smgular  work  has  been  published  in  vol.  8  of  the  Anden  Tkidlrc 
Fran^ais  in  the  Bibliothique  Eli^rienne.  It  consists  of  two  parts  (or,  as  the 
author  calls  them,  days),  and  fills  some  two  hundred  pages.  The  traditions  of 
the  classical  drama  are  thrown  to  the  winds  in  il,  and  the  liberty  of  action,  the 
abundanceof  personages,  the  bustle  and  liveliness  of  the  presentation  are  almost 
equal  to  those  of  the  contemporary  English  theatre. 
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over  France.  Nearly  a  hundred  names  of  dramatic  writers  of  this 
time  are  preserved.  Most  of  these,  no  doubt,  were  but  rettuners  of 
the  houses  or  the  troops,  and  did  little  but  patch,  adapt,  and 
translate.  But  of  the  immediate  predecessors  of  Minor 
Corneille,  and  his  earlier  contemporaries,  at  least  half-  prodaooBBois 
a-dozen  are  more  or  less  known  to  fame,  besides  o'Oornellle. 
the  really  g:real  name  of  Rotrou.  Mairet,  Tristan,  Du  Ryer, 
Scud^ry,  Claveret,  and  D'Aubignac,  were  the  chief  of  these. 
Mairet  has  been  called  the  French  Marston,  and  the  resemblance 
is  not  confined  to  the  fact  that  both  wrote  tragedies  on  the 
favourite  subject  of  Sophonisba.  The  chief  work  of  Tristan,  who 
was  also  a  poet  of  some  merit,  was  Marianne  (Mariamne),  very 
closely  modelled  on  an  Itahan  original,  and  much  less  vigorous, 
though  more  polished  than  Hardy's  play  on  the  same  subject.  Du 
Ryer  had  neither  Mairet's  vigour  nor  Tristan's  tenderness,  but  he 
made  more  progress  than  either  of  them  had  done  in  the  direction 
of  the  completed  tragedy  of  Corneille  and  Racine.  Scud^ry's 
Amour  Tyramtiqut  is  vigoious  and  bombastic.  Claveret  and 
D'Aubignac  (the  latter  of  whom  was  an  active  critic  as  well  as  a 
bad  play-wright)  principally  derive  their  reputation,  such  as  it  is, 
from  the  acerbity  with  which  they  attacked  Corneille  in  the  dispute 
about  the  Cid ;  nor  should  the  name  of  Th^ophile  de  Viaud  be 
passed  over  in  this -connection.  His  Pyrame  el  ThisM  is  often 
considered  as  almost  the  extreme  example  (though  Comeille's 
Clitandre  is  perhaps  worse)  of  the  conceited  Spanish-French  style 
in  tragedy.  The  passage  in  which  Thisbe  accuses  the  poniard 
with  which  Pyramus  has  stabbed  himself  of  blushing  at  having 
sullied  itself  with  the  blood  of  its  master  is  a  commonplace  of 
quotation.  Yet,  like  all  Th^ophile's  work,  Pyrame  el  Thishi  has 
value,-  and  so  has  the  unrepresented  tragedy  of  Pasiphai. 

Among  these  forgotten  names,  and  others  more  absolutely  for- 
gotten still,  that  of  Rotrou '  is  pre-eminently  distinguished.     Jean 

de  Rotrou  (the  particle  is  not  uniformly  allowed  him) 

^  .       ,  ,  ,         ,  Rotrou. 

was  born  at  Dreux  m  1609,  and  was  thus  three  years 

younger  than  Corneille,     He  went  earlier  to  Paris,  however,  and 
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at  once  betook  himself  to  dramatic  poetry,  his  Sfypoeondriaqut 
being  represented  before  he  was  nineteen.  He  formed  with  Cor- 
neille,  Colletet,  Bois-Robert,  and  L'Etoile,  the  band  of  Richelieu's 
'  Five  Poets,'  who  composed  tragedies  jointly  on  the  Cardinal's 
plans '.  He  also  worked  unceasingly  at  the  theatre  on  his  own 
account.  Thirty-five  pieces  are  certainly,  and  five  more  doubt- 
fuLy,  attributed  to  him.  For  some  time  he  had  to  work  for  bread, 
and  the  only  weakness  charged  against  him,  a  mania  for  gambling, 
left  him  poor,  and  perhaps  prevented  him  from  devoting  to  his 
work  as  much  pains  as  he  might  otherwise  have  given.  After  a 
time,  however,  he  was  pensioned,  and  appointed  to  various  legal 
posts  which  members  of  his  family  had.  previously  held  at  Dreuz. 
His  fidelity  to  his  official  duty  was  the  cause  of  his  death.  He  was 
at  Paris  when  a  violent  epidemic  broke  out  at  Dreuz.  All  who 
could  left  the  town,  and  Rotrou  was  strongly  dissuaded  Irom  re- 
turning. But  he  felt  himself  responsible  for  the  maintenance  of 
order,  likely  at  such  a  time  to  be  specially  endangered.  He 
returned  at  once,  caught  the  infection,  and  died.  Rotrou's  plays 
.are  too  numerous  for  a  complete  list  of  them  to  be  here  given,  and 
by  common  consent  two  of  them,  Le  Vt'rilabU  Saint -Gemil  and 
Venceslas,  greatly  excel  the  rest,  though  vigorous  verse  and  good 
scenes  ate  to  be  found  in  almost  all.  These  plays,  it  should  be 
observed,  were  not  written  until  after  the  publication  of  Comeille's 
early  masterpieces,  though  Rotrou  had  exhibited  a  play  the  year 
before  the  appearance  of  MiliU,  The  two  poets  were  friends,  and 
though  Corneille  in  a  manner  supplanted  him,  Rotrou  was  un- 
wavering throughout  his  life  in  expressions  of  admiration  for  his' 
great  rival.  Of  the  two  plays  just  mentioned,  VencesUu  is  the 
more  regular,  the  tKlter  adapted  to  the  canons  of  the  French  stage, 
and  the  more  even  in  its  excellence.  Sainl-Genest  is  perhaps  the 
more  interesting.  The  central  idea  is  remarkable.  Genest,  an 
actor,  perforins  tiefore  Diocletian  a  part  in  which  he  represents  a 
Christian  martyr.     He  is  miraculously  converted  during  the  study 

'  It  is  pretty  generally  known  that  Richelieu  himself  (besides  other  dramatic 
work)  composed  the  whole,  or  nearly  (he  whole,  of  a  play,  Miram$,  which  he 
had  sumptqomly  performed,  ajid  wl^dl  wa^  fathered  by  Detmoreiil..    It  pot- 
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of  the  piece,  and  at  its  performance,  after  astonishing  the  audience 
by  the  fervour  and  vividness  with  which  he  plays  his  part,  boldly 
speaks  in  his  own  person,  and,  avowing  his  conversion,  is  led  off 
to  prison  and  martyrdom.  Many  of  the  speeches  in  this  play  are 
admirable  poetry,  and  the  plot  is  far  from  ill-managed.  The  play 
within  a  play,  of  which  Hamlet  and  the  Taming  of  the  Shrew  are 
English  examples,  was,  at  this  transition  period,  a  fevourite  stage 
incident  in  France.  Comeille's  Illusion  is  the  most  complicated 
example  of  it,  but  Sattti-Gena/  is  by  far  the  most  interesting  and 
the  best  managed. 

There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  though,  as  has  been  said, 
Rotrou's  best  pieces  were  influenced  by  Comeille,  the  greater  poet 
owed  somethiag  at  the  beginning  of  his  career  to  the  example  of  his 
friend.  FieneCorneille*  was  bom  at  Rouen  in  1606.  „ 
His  father,  of  the  same  name,  was  an  official  of  rank  in 
the  legal  hierarchy ;  his  mother  was  named  Marthe  le  Pesant.  He 
was  educated  in  the  Jesuits'  school,  went  to  the  bar,  and  obtained 
certain  small  legal  preferments  which  he  afterwards  sold.  He  prac- 
tised, but  ■  sans  gollt  et  sans  succ^s,'  says  Fonlenelle,  his  nephew 
and  biographer.  His  first  comedy,  M/li/e,  is  said  to  have  been 
suggested  by  a  pergonal  experience.  It  suticeeded  at  Rouen,  and 
the  author  took  it  to  Paris.  His  next  attempt  was  a  tragedy  or  a 
tragicomedy,  CUlandre,  of  a  really  marvellous  extravagance.  It  was 
followed  by  several  other  pieces,  in  all  of  which  there  is  remarkable 
talent,  though  the  author  had  not  yet  found  his  way.  He  found  it 
at  last  in  Midde,  where  the  famous  reply  of  the  heroine '  Que  vous 
reste-t-il } '  '  Moi,'  struck  at  once  the  note  which  no  one  but  Corneille 
himself  and  Victor  Hugo  has  ever  struck  since,  and  which  no  one 
had  ever  struck  before.  Comeille,  as  has  been  said  above,  was  one  of 
Richelieu's  five  poets,  but  he  was  indocile  to  the  Cardinal's  caprices ; 
and  either  this  indocility  or  jealousy  set  Richelieu  against  Le  Cid. 
This  great  and  famous  play  was  suggested  by,  rather  than 
copied  from,  the  Spanish  of  Guillem  de  Castro.  It  excited  an 
exiraoidinary  turmoil  among  men  of  letters,  but  the  public  never 
went  wiong  about  it  from  the  first.  Boileau's  phrase — 
Tout  Paris  pour  Chimene  a  its  yeiut  de  Rodrigue, 
*  Ed.  Maity-Laveuu.     it  voU.    faiis,  iS6]-<i7, 
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is  as  sound  in  fact  as  it  is  smart  in  expression.  The  Cid  appeared 
in  1636,  and  for  some  years  Corneille  produced  a  succession  of 
masterpieces.  Horace,  Cinna,  PalyeueU,  Le  Menleur  (a  remarkable 
comic  effort,  to  which  Moli^re  acknowledged  his  indebtedness), 
and  Rodogune,  in  some  respects  the  finest  of  all,  succeeded  each 
other  at  but  short  intervals.  Half-a-dozen  plays,  which  were 
somewhat  inferior  in  merit,  and  had  the  drawback  of  coming 
before  a  public  used  to  the  author  and  his  method,  followed,  and 
the  last  and  least  good  of  them,  Perihartie,  was  damned.  Corneille, 
always  the  proudest  of  writers,  was  deeply  wounded  by  this  ill- 
success,  and  publicly  renounced  the  stage.  He  devoted  himself 
for  some  years  to  a  strange  task,  the  turning  of  the  Imitation  of 
A'Kempis  into  verse.  At  last  Fouquet,  the  Maecenas  of  the  day, 
prevailed  on  him  to  begin  again.  He  did  so  with  (Edipt,  which 
was  successful.  It  was  followed  by  many  other  plays,  which  had 
varying  fates.  Racine,  with  a  method  refined  upon  Comeille's 
own,  and  a  greater  sympathy  with  the  actual  generalion,  became 
the  rival  of  the  elder  poet,  and  Corneille  did  not  obey  the  wise 
maxim,  solve  senesctnlem.  Yet  his  later  plays  have  far  more  merit 
than  is  usually  allowed  to  them. 

The  private  life  of  Corneille  was  not  unhappy,  though  his 
haughty  and  sensitive  temperament  brought  him  many  vexations. 
His  gains  were  small,  never  exceeding  two  hundred  louis  for  a  play, 
and  though  this  was  supplemented  by  occasional  gifts  from  rich 
dedicatees  and  by  a  scanty  private  fortune,  the  total  was  insufQcient. 
'Je  suis  saoul  de  gloire  et  affam^  d'argent'  is  one  of  the  numerous 
sayings  of  scornful  discontent  recorded  of  him.  He  had  a  pension, 
but  it  was  in  bis  later  days  very  ill  paid-  Nor  was  he  one  of  the 
easy-going  men  of  letters  who  console  themselves  by  Bohemian 
indulgence.  In  general  society  he  was  awkward,  constrained,  and 
silent:  but  his  home,  which  was  long  shared  with  his  brother 
Tliomas-^they  married  two  sisters — seems  to  have  been  a  happy 
one.  He  retained  till  his  death  in  1684,  if  not  the  favour  of  the 
King  and  the  general  public,  that  of  the  persons  whose  favour  was 
best  worth  having,  such  as  Saint-Evremond  and  Madame  de 
S^vign^,  and  his  own  confidence  in  his  genius  never  deserted  him. 

Comeille's  dramatic  career  may  be  divided  into  four  parts ;  the* 

L,  ,z;a    , Cookie 
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first  reaching  from  M/lilt  to  L'lnusion  Comiqta ;  the  second  (th^ 
of  his  masterpieces),  from  the  Cid  to  Rodogune ;  the  third,  from 
Th/odore  to  Ptrtharile ;  the  fourth,  that  of  the  decadence,  from 
(Edipe  to  Sur/na.  The  following  is  a  list  of  the  names  and  dates 
(these  latter  being  sometimes  douhtful  and  contendous)  of  his 
plays.  Milite,  1629,  a  comedy  improbable  and  confused  in  inci- 
dent and  overdone  with  verbal  potnits,  but  much  beyoud  anythbg 
previous  to  it.  ClUandre,  1630,  a  tragedy  in  the  taste  of  the  time, 
one  of  the  maddest  of  plays.  Za  Veuve,  1634,  a  comedy,  well 
written  and  lively.  La  Galerie  du  Palais  (same  year),  a  capital 
comedy  of  its  immature  kind,  bringing  in  the  humours  of  contem- 
porary Paris.  La  Suivante,  a  comedy  (same  year),  in  which  the 
great  character  of  the  soubreite  makes  her  iirsC  appearance.  La 
Plate  Rojale,  a  comedy,  1636'  <^"'lBf  Chan  the  Galerie  du  Palais, 
which  it  in  some  respects  resembles.  M/d/e,  a  tragedy  (same  year), 
incomparably  the  best  French  tragedy  up  to  its  dale.  L'lllusion 
Comique,  1636,3  tragi-comedy  of  the  extremest  Spanish  type,  com- 
plicated and  improbable  to  a  degree  in  its  action,  which  turns  on 
the  motive  of  a  play  within  a  play,  and  produces,  as  the  author 
himself  remarks,  a  division  into  prologue  (Act  i),  an  imperfect 
comedy  (Acts  ii-iv),  and  a-  tragedy  (Act  v).  Le  Cid,  1636,  the  best- 
known  if  not  the  best  of  ComeiUe's  plays,  and,  from  the  mere 
playwright's  point  of  view,  the  most  attractive.  Horace,  1639, 
often,  but  improperly,  called  l^s  Horaces,  in  which  the  Cornelian 
method  is  seen  coioplete.  The  final  speech  of  Camilte  before  her 
brother  kills  her  was  as  a  whole  never  exceeded  by  the  author, 
and  the  'qu'il  mourOi'  of  the  elder  Horace  is  equally  characteristic. 
Cinna,  1639,  the  general  favourite  in  France,  but  somewhat  stilted 
and  devoid  of  action  to  foreign  taste.  Polymcte,  1640,  the  greatest 
of  all  Christian  tragedies.  La  Mori  de  Pompie,  1641,  full  of  stately 
verse,  but  heavy  and  somewhat  grandiose.  Le  Menleur,  1641,  a 
charming  comedy,  followed  by  a  Suib  du  Menleur,  1643,  not  infe- 
rior, though  the  fickleness  of  public  taste  disapproved  it  Theodore, 
1645,  a  noble  tragedy,  which  only  failed  because  the  prudery  of 
theatrical  precisians  found  fault  with  its  theme — the  subjection  of  a 
Christian  virgin  to  the  last  and  worst  trial  of  her  honour  and  faith. 
Rodogune,  1646,  the  chef-etawore  of  the  style,  displaying  from  begm- 


370  The  SevenUmtk  Century.  [Bk.ni. 

ntng  to  end  an  astonishing  power  of  moving  admiration  and  terror. 
Thi3  play  marks  the  climax  of  Comeilte's  facnit)'.  In  Hiradius, 
1647,  no  real  falling-offis  visible;  indeed,  the  character  of  Phocas 
stands  almost  alone  on  the  French  stage  as  a  parallel  in  some  sort 
to  lago.  Andromide,  1650,  introduced  a  considerable  amount  of 
spectacle  and  decoration, not  unhappily.  Don  Sanche d'Aragon,if>^i, 
Nkomide,  1652,  and  Perlharik,  1653  (each  of  which  may  possibly 
be  a  year  older  than  these  respective  dates),  show  what  political 
economists  might  call  the  stationary  state  of  the  poet's  genius.  The 
first  two  plays  produced  after  the  interval,  (Edipe,  1659,  and  La  Toison 
d'Or,  1660,  both  show  the  benefit  of  the  rest  the  poet  had  had, 
together  with  certain  signs  of  advancing  years.  La  Toison  d'Or, 
Uke  Andromide,  includes  a  great  deal  of  spectacle,  and  is  ratber  an 
elaborate  masque  interspersed  with  regular  dramatic  scenes  than 
a  tragedy.  It  is  oneof  the  best  specimens  of  the  kind.  \aSertoriut, 
t66a,  there  are  occasional  passages  of  much  grandeur  and  beauty, 
but  Sophonitbe,  1663,  is  hardly  a  success,  nor  is  Olhon,  1664. 
Agisiloi,  1666,  and  Atlila,  1667,  have  been  (the  latter  unfairly) 
damned  by  a  quatrain  of  Boileau's.  But  Titt  ei  BMnict,  1670, 
must  be  acknowledged  to  be  inferior  to  the  play  of  Racine  in 
rivalry  with  which  it  was  produced.  Puiche'rie,  1671,  and  Sur/na, 
1674,  are  last  fruits  off  an  old  tree,  which,  especially  the  second, 
are  not  unworthy  of  it.  Nor  was  Corneille's  contribudon  to  the  re- 
markable opera  <^ Psych/,  1671,  inconsiderable.  This  completes  his 
dramatic  work,  which  amounts  to  thirty  pieces  and  part  of  another. 
It  should  be  added  that,  to  all  the  plays  up  to  La  Toison  <fOr,  he 
subjoined  in  a  collected  edition  very  remarkable  criticisms  of  them, 
which  he  calls  Examens. 

The  characteristics  of  this  great  dramatist  are  perhaps  more 
uniform  than  those  of  any  writer  of  equal  rank,  and  there  can  be 
little  doubt  that  this  uniformity,  which,  considering  the  great  bulk 
of  his  work,  amounts  almost  to  monotony,  was  the  cause  of  his 
gradual  loss  of  popularity.  We  shall  not  here  notice  the  points 
which  he  has  in  common  with  Racine,  as  a  writer  of  the 
French  classical  drama.  These  will  come  in  more  suitably  when 
Etacine  himself  has  been  dealt  with.  In  Comeille  the  academic 
criticism  of  the  time  found  the  fault  that  he  rather  excited  admiration 
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than  pity  and  terror,  and  it  held  that  admiration  was  '  not  a  tragic 
passion.'  The  criticism  was  clnmsy,  and  to  a  great  extent  Tutile, 
but  it  has  a  certain  basis  of  truth.  It  is  comparatively  rare  for 
Comeille  to  attempt,  after  his  earliest  period,  to  interest  his  hearers 
or  readers  in  the  fortunes  of  his  characten.  It  is  rather  in  the 
way  that  they  bear  their  fortunes,  and  particularly  in  a  kind  of 
haoghty  disdain  for  fortune  itself,  that  these  characters  impress  us. 
Sometimes,  as  in  the  Cl&3p£tre  of  Rodogwie,  this  masteri'ul  temper 
is  engaged  on  the  side  of  evil,  more  frequently  it  is  combined  widi 
amiable  or  at  least  respectable  characteristics.  But  there  is  always 
something  '  remote  and  afar '  about  it,  and  the  application  by 
La  Bniy^re  of  the  famous  comparison  between  the  Greek  tra- 
gedians is  in  the  main  strictly  accurate.  It  follows  that  Comeille's 
demand  upon  his  hearers  or  readers  is  a  somewhat  severe  one,  and 
one  with  which  many  men  are  neither  disposed  nor  able  to 
comply.  It  was  a  greater  misfortune  for  him  than  for  almost  any 
one  else  that  the  French  and  not  the  English  drama  was  the 
Sparta  which  it  fell  to  his  lot  to  decorate.  His  powers  were  not 
in  reality  limited.  The  Menimr  shows  an  excellent  comic  faculty, 
and  the  strokes  of  irony  in  his  serious  plays  have  more  of  true 
humour  in  them  than  appears  in  almost  any  other  French  dramatist 
Had  the  licence  of  the  English  stage  been  his,  he  would  probably 
have  been  able  to  impart  a  greater  interest  to  his  pjays  than  they 
already  possess,  without  sacrificing  his  peculiar  faculty  of  sublime 
moral  portraiture,  and  certainly  without  losing  the  credit  of  the 
magnificent  single  lines  and  isolated  passages  which  abound  in 
his  work.  The  friendly  criticism  of  Molifere  on  these  sudden 
flashes  is  well  known.  '  My  friend  Comeille,'  he  said,  '  has  a 
familiar  who  comes  now  and  then  and  whispers  in  his  ear  the 
finest  verses  in  the  world,  but  sometimes  the  familiar  deserts  him, 
and  then  be  writes  no  better  than  anybody  else.'  The  most  fertile 
^miliar  cannot  suggest  fifty  or  sixty  thousand  of  these  finest  lines 
in  the  world ;  and  the  consequence  is  that,  what  with  the  lack  of  / 
central  interest  which  follows  from  Corneille's  own  plan,  with  the  , 
absence  of  subsidiary  interest  and  relief  which  is  inevitable  in  the 
French  classical  model,  and  with  the  drawbacks  of  his  somewhat 
declamatory  style,  there  are  long  passages,  sometimes  whole  scenes 
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and  acts,  if  not  whole  plays  of  his,  which  are  but  dreary  reading, 
and  could  hardly  be,  even  with  the  most  appreciative  and  creative 
acting,  other  than  dreary  to  witness.  It  was  Corneille's  fault  that, 
while  bowing  himself  to  the  yoke  of  the  Senecan  drama,  he  did  not 
perceive  or  would  not  accept  the  feet  that  there  is  practically  but 
one  situation,  by  the  working  out  of  which  that  drama  can  be 
made  tolerable  to  modern  audiences.  This  situation  is  love-making, 
which  in  real  life  necessitates  a  vast  deal  of  talking,  and  about 
which,  «ven  on  the  stage,  a  vast  deal  of  talking  is  admissible. 
The  characters  of  the  French  classic  or  heroic  play  are  practically 
allowed  to  do  nothing  but  talk,  and  the  author  who  would  make 
them  interesting  must  submit  himself  to  his  fate.  Comeille  would 
not  submit  wholly  and  cheerfully,  though  he  has,  as  might  be  es- 
pecled,  been  obliged  to  introduce  love-making  into  most  of  his  plays. 

To  a  modem  reader  the  detached  passages  already  referred  to, 
and  the  magnificent  versification  which  is  displayed  in  them,  make 
up  the  real  charm  of  Corneilie  except  in  a  very  few  plays,  the  chief 
of  which  are  the  Cid,  Horace,  Polyeucte,  Rodogune.  Du  Bartas, 
D'Aubign^,  and  Regnier,  had  indicated  the  capacities  of  the 
Alexandrine ;  Comeille  demonstrated  them  and  illustrated  them 
almost  indefinitely.  He  did  not  indulge  in  the  pedantry  of  rimtt 
dtpciles,  by  which  Racine  attracted  his  hearers,  nor  was  bis  verse 
so  uniformly  smooth  as  that  of  his  younger  rival.  But  what  it 
lacked  in  polish  and  grace  it  more  than  made  up  in  grandeur  and 
dignity.  The  best  lines  of  Corneilie,  like  those  of  D'Aubign^,  of 
Rotrou  (from  whom,  comparatively  stammering  as  was  the  teacher. 
Corneilie  perhaps  learnt  the  art),  and  of  Victor  Hugo,  have  a 
peculiar  crash  of  sound  which  hardly  any  other  metre  of  any  other 
language  possesses.  A  slight  touch  of  archaism  (it  is  very 
slight)  which  is  to  be  discovered  in  his  work  assists  its  effect  not 
a  little.  The  inveterate  habit  which  exists  in  England  of  com- 
paring all  dramatists  with  Shakespeate*has  been  prejudicial  to  the 
fame  of  Corneilie  with  us.  But  he  is  cert^nly  the  greatest  tragic 
dramatist  of  France  on  the  classical  model,  and  as  a  fashioner  of 
dramatic  verse  of  a  troly  poetical  kind  he  has  at  his  best  few 
equals  in  the  literature  of  Europe. 

The  character,   career,  and  work  of  Racine  were  curiously 
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different  from  those  of  Corneille.  Jean  Racine'  was  more  than 
thirty  years  younger  than  his  greater  rival,  having  been  n^Mna 
born  at  La  Fert^  Milon,  at  no  great  distance  from 
Soissons,  in  1639.  His  father  held  an  official  position  at  this  place, 
but  he  died,  as  Racine's  mother  had  previously  died,  in  the  boy's  in- 
fancy, leaving  him  without  any  fortune.  His  grandparents,  however, 
were  alive,  and  able  to  take  care  of  him,  and  they,  with  other  rela- 
tives, willingly  undertook  the  task.  He  was  welt  educated,  going 
to  school  at  Beauvais,  from  1650  (probably)  to  1655,  and  then 
spending  three  years  under  the  care  of  the  celebrated  Port 
Royalists,  from  which  he  benefited  much.  A  year  at  the  College 
d'Harcourt,  where  he  should  have  studied  law,  completed  his 
regular  education ;  but  he  was  always  studious,  and  had  on  the 
whole  greater  advantages  of  culture  than  most  men  of  letters  of 
his  time  and  country.  For  some  years  he  led  a  somewhat  un- 
decided life.  His  relations  did  their  best  to  obtain  a  benefice  for 
him,  and  in  other  ways  endeavoured  to  put  him  in  the  way  of  a 
professional  livelihood ;  but  ill-luck  and  probably  disinclination  on 
his  part  stood  in  the  way.  He  wrote  at  least  two  plays  at  a  com- 
paratively early  age  which  were  refused,  and  are  not  known  to 
exist,  and  he  produced  divers  pieces  of  miscellaneous  poetry, 
especially  the  'Nymphe  de  la  Seine,'  which  brought  him  to  the 
notice  of  Chapelain.  At  last,  in  1664,  he  obtained  a  pension 
of  six  hundred  livres  for  an  ode  on  the  king's  recovery  from 
sickness,  and  the  same  year  £a  Tktbf^dt  was  accepted  and  pro- 
duced. For  the  next  thirteen  years  plays  foUowed  in  rapid,  but 
not  too  rapid  succession.  Racine  was  the  favourite  of  the  king, 
aad  consequently  of  all  those  who  had  no  taste  of  their  own,  as 
well  as  of  some  who  had,  though  the  best  critics  inclined  to  Cor- 
neille, between  whom  and  Racine  rivalry  was  industriously  fostered. 
The  somewhat  indecent  antagonism  which  Racine  had  shown  to- 
wardS  a  man  who  had  won  renown  ten  years  before  his  own  birth 
was  justly  punished  in  his  own  temporary  eclipse  by  the  almost 
worthless  Fradon,  He  withdrew  disgusted  from  the  stage  in 
\6ii.  About  the  same  time  he  married,  was  made  historio- 
grapher to  the  king,  and  became  more  or  less  fervently  devout. 
>  £d.  Mesiuud.    It  vols.    Fui^  1B67. 


174  Th£  Seventeenth  Century.  [Bk.  in. 

Years  afterwards,  al  the  request  of  Madame  de  Maintenon,  he  wrote 
for  her  school-girls  at  St.  Cyr  the  dramatic  sketch  of  Esther,  and 
soon  afterwards  the  complete  tragedy  of  Athalit,  the  greatest  of  his 
works.  Then  he  relapsed  into  silence  as  far  as  dramatic  utterance 
was  concerned.  He  died  in  1699.  Thus  he  presented  the  sin- 
gular spectacle,  only  paralleled  by  our  own  Congreve,  and  that  not 
exacUy,  of  a  short  period  of  consummate  activity  foUowed  by 
almost  complete  inaction.  That  this  inaction  was  not  due  to  ex- 
haustion of  genius  was  abundantly  shown  by  Esther  and  Athalit. 
But  Racine  was  of  a  peculiar  and  in  many  ways  an  unamiable 
temper.  He  was  very  jealous  of  his  reputation,  acutely  sensitive  to 
criticism,  and  envious  to  the  last  degree  of  any  public  approbation 
bestowed  on  others.  Having  made  his  fame,  he  seems  to  have  pre- 
ferred, in  the  language  of  the  French  gaming  table,  /aire  Charle- 
magne, and  to  run  no  further  risks.  He  had,  however,  worse  fail- 
ings than  any  yet  mentioned.  Molifere  gave  him  valuable  assist- 
ance, and  he  rep^d  it  with  ingratitude^  With  hardly  a  shadow  of 
provocation  he  attacked  in  a  tone  of  the  utmost  acrimony  the 
Port  Royal  fathers,  to  whom  he  was  under  deep  obligations.  The 
charge  of  hypocrisy  in  religious  matters  which  has  been  brought 
against  him  is  probably  gratuitous,  and,  in  any  case,  does  not  con- 
cern us  here.  But  his  character  in  his  literary  relations  is  far  from 
being  a  pleasant  one. 

The  following  is  a  list  of  Racine's  theatrical  pieces.  La  Th^ba^de, 
1664,  indicates  with  sufficient  clearness  the  lines  upon  which  all 
Racine's  plays,  save  the  two  last,  were  to  be  constructed — a 
minute  adherence  to  the  rules,  very  careful  versification  and  sub- 
ordination of  ahnost  all  other  intoests  to  stately  gallantry — but  it  is 
altogether  inferior  to  its  successors.  In  Alexandre  le  Grand,  1665, 
the  characteristics  are  accentuated,  and  what  Comeille  disdainfully 
called — 

Le  commeTce  rampant  de  soupirt  et  de  flBiomes  ' 

is  more  than  ever  prominent.  In  Andromaque,  1667,  an  immense 
advance  is  perceptible.  The  characters  become  personally  inter- 
esting (Hermione  is  perhaps  more  attractive  than  any  of  Corneille's 
women),  and  a  power  of  passionate  invective  not  unworthy  to  be 
comoared  with  Corneille's,  but  with  more  of  a  feminine  character 
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about  it,  appears.  This  was  followed  by  Racine's  only  attempt  in 
the  comic  socle,  Les  Plaidturs,  1668,  a  most  charming  trifle  which 
has  had,  and  has  deserved,  more  genuine  and  lasting  popularity 
than  any  of  his  tragedies.  He  relumed  10  tragedy,  and  rapidly 
showed  the  defects  of  the  stereotyped  mannerism  inevitably  im- 
posed on  him  by  his  plan.  Brtlamticus,  1669,  Bir/nice,  1670, 
Bajaztt,  i6-j2,  and  MilhridaU,  1673,  with  all  their  perfection  of 
technique,  announce,  as  clearly  as  anything  can  well  do,  the  fatal 
monotony  into  which  French  tragedy  had  once  more  fallen,  and  in 
which  it  was  to  continue  for  a  century  and  a  haif.  Iphig^nie,  1674, 
has  much  more  liveliness  and  variety,  the  deep  pathos  and  terror 
of  the  situation  making  even  Racine's  interminable  love -casuistry 
natural  and  interesting.  But  Phedre,  1677,  the  last  of  the  series, 
is  unquestionably  the  most  remarkable  of  Racine's  regular  tragedies. 
By  it  the  style  must  stand  or  fait,  and  a  reader  need  hardly  go 
farther  to  appreciate  it.  Brilarmicus  was  indeed  preferred  by 
eighleenih-century  judges;  but  for  excellence  of  construction, 
ariful  beauty  of  verse,  skilful  use  of  the  limited  means  of  appeal 
at  the  command  of  the  dramatist,  no  play  can  surpass  Phedre; 
and  if  it  still  is  found  wanting,  as  it  undoubtedly  is  by  the  vast 
majority  of  crilics  (including  nowadays  a  powerful  minority  even 
among  Frenchmen  themselves),  the  fault  lies  rather  in  the  style 
than  in  the  author,  or  at  least  in  the  author  for.  adopting  the  style. 
Esther,  1689,  and  Alhalie,  1691,  on  the  other  hand,  while  retaining 
a  certain  similarity  of  form  and  machinery,  are  radically  different 
from  the  other  plays.  It  is  evident  that  Racine  before  writing 
them  had  attentively  studied  the  sixteenth-century  drama,  to  the 
strict  form  of  which,  with  its  choruses,  he  returns,  and  from  which 
he  borrows,  in  some  cases  directly,  the  Aman  of  Montchrestien 
having  clearly  suggested  passages  in  Esther.  His  great  poetical 
faculty  has  freer  play ;  he  escapes  the  monotonous  '  soupirs  et 
flammes '  altogether,  and  the  result  is  in  Esther  on  the  whole,  in 
Athaiie  wholly,  admirable, 

Racine's  peculiarities  as  a  dramatist  have  been  already  indicated, 
but  may  now  be  more  fully  described.  He  was  emphatically  one 
of  those  writers — Virgil  and  Pope  are  the  other  chief  notable 
representatives  of  the  class — who,  with  an  incapacity  for  the  finest 
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original  strokes  of  poetry,  have  an  almost  unlimited  capacity  for 
writing  from  models,  for  improving  the  technical  execution  of  their 
poems,  and  for  adjusting  the  conception  of  their  pieces  to  their 
powers  of  rendering.  These  writers  are  always  impossible  without 
forerunners,  and  not  usually  possible  without  critics  of  the  peda- 
gogic  kind.  Racine  was  extraordinarily  fortunate  in  his  forerunner, 
and  still  more  fortunate  in  his  critic.  He  was  able  to  start  with  all 
the  advantages  which  thirty  years  of  work  on  the  part  of  his  rival, 
Comeille,  gave  him ;  and  he  had  for  his  trainer,  Boileau,  one  of  the 
most  capable,  if  one  of  the  most  limited  and  prejudiced,  of  literary 
schoolmasters.  Boileau  was  no  respecter  of  persons,  and  arrogant 
as  he  was,  he  was  rather  an  admirer  of  Racine  than  of  Comeille ; 
yet,  according  to  a  well-known  story,  he  distinguished  between 
the  two  by  saying  that  Comeille  was  a  great  poet,  and  Racine  a 
very  clever  man,  to  whom  he  himself  had  taught  the  knack  of  easy 
versification  with  elaborate  rhyming.  It  is  indeed  in  his  versifica- 
tion that  both  the  strength  and  the  weakness  of  Racine  lie,  and  in 
this  respect  he  is  an  exact  analogue  to  the  poets  mentioned  above. 
He  treated  the  Alexandrine  of  Corneille  exactly  as  Pope  treated 
the  decasyllabic  of  Dryden,  and  as  Virgil  treated  the  hexameter  of 
Lucretius.  In  his  hands  it  acquired  smoothness,  softness,  polish, 
and  mechanical  perfections  of  many  kinds,  only  to  suffer  at  the 
same  time  a  compensatory  monotony  which,  when  the  honied 
sweetness  of  it  began  to  cloy,  was  soon  recognised  as  a  terrible 
drawback.  The  extraordinary  estimation  in  which  Racine  is  held 
by  those  who  abide  by  the  classical  tradition  in  France  depends 
very  mainly  on  the  melody  of  his  versification  and  rhymes,  but  it 
does  not  depend  wholly  upon  this.  There  must  also  be  taken 
into  account  the  perfection  of  workmanship  with  which  he  carries 
out  the  idea  of  the  drama  which  lie  practised.  What  that  ideal 
was  must  therefore  be  considered. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the  object  of  the  French  drama  of 
Racine's  time  was  not  in  the  least  to  hold  the  mirror  up  to  nature. 
The  model  which,  owing  to  admiration  of  the  classes,  the  PMiade 
had  almost  at  haphazard  followed,  rendered  such  an  object  simply 
unattainable.  The  so-called  irregularity  of  the  English  st^e,  which 
used  to  fill  French  critics  with  alternate  wonder  and  disgust,  is 
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nothing  but  the  result  of  an  unflinching  adherence  to  this  -standard. 
It  is  impossible  to  reproduce  the  su&lilHas  naturae  in  its  most 
subtle  example — the  character  of  man — without  introducing  a 
large  diversity  of  circumstance  and  action.  That  diversity  in  its 
turn  cannot  be  produced  without  a  great  multiplication  of  cha- 
racters, a  duplication  or  triplication  of  plot,  and  a  complete 
disregard  of  pre-established  '  common  form.'  Now  this  '  com- 
mon form'  was  the  essence  of  French  tragedy.  Following,  or 
thinking  that  they  followed,  the  ancients,  French  dramatists  and 
dramatic  critics  adopted  certain  fixed  rules  according  to  which  a 
poet  had  to  write  just  as  a  whist-player  has  to  play  the  game. 
There  was  to  be  no  action  on  the  stage,  or  next  to  none,  the 
interest  of  the  play  was  to  be  rigidly  reduced  to  a  central  situation, 
subsidiary  characters  were  to  be  avoided  as  far  as  possible,  the 
only  means  afforded  to  the  personages  of  explaining  themselves  was 
by  dialogue  with  confidantes — the  curse  of  the  French  stage — and 
the  only  way  of  informing  the  audience  of  the  progress  of  the 
action  was  by  messengers.  Corneille  accepted  these  limitations 
partially,  and  without  too  much  good-will,  but  he  evaded  the  diffi- 
culty by  emphasising  the  mora!  lesson.  The  ethical  standard  of 
his  plays  is  perhaps  higher  on  the  whole  than  that  of  any  great 
dramatist,  and  the  wonderful  bursts  of  poetry  which  he  could  com- 
mand served  to  sugar  the  pill.  But  Racine  was  not  a  man  of  high 
moral  character,  and  he  was  a  man  of  great  shrewdness  and 
discernment.  He  evidently  distrusted  the  willingness  of  audi- 
ences perpetually  to  admire  moral  grandeur,  whether  he  did  or 
did  not  hold  that  admiration  was  not  a  tragic  passion.  Probably 
he  would  have  put  it  that  it  was  not  a  passion  that  would  draw. 
Love-making,  on  the  contrary,  would  draw,  and  this  is  the  staple 
of  all  his  plays  save  Esther  and'  Alkalis.  The  defect  which 
infests  all  French  hterature,  which  was  aggravated  enormously 
by  this  style  of  drama,  and  which  is  noticeable  even  in  his  greater 
contemporaries,  Corneille  and  Moli^re,  manifested  itself  in  his 
work  almost  inevitably.  If  there  is  one  fault  to  be  found  with  the 
creations  of  French  literary  art,  it  is  that  they  run  too  much  into  types. 
It  has  been  well  said  that  the  duty  of  art  is  to  give  the  universal  in 
the  particular.     But  to  do  this  exactly  is  difficulL    It  is  the  &iult  of 
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English  and  of  German  literature  to  give  the  particular  without  a 
sufficient  tincture  of  the  universal,  to  lose  themselves  in  mere 
'  humours.'  It  is  the  fault  of  French  literature  to  give  the  type  only 
without  differentiation.  An  ill-natured  critic  constantly  feels  in- 
clined to  alter  the  lists  of  Raqine's  dramatis  personae,  and  instead 
■  of,  the  proper  names  to  substitute  '  a  lover,'  '  a  mother,'  '  a  tyrant,' 
and  so  forth.  So  great  an  artist  and  so  careful  a  worker  as  Racine 
could  not,  of  course,  escape  giving  some  individuality  to*  his 
creations.  Hermione,  Ph^dre,  Achille,  Bdr^nice,  Athalie,  are  all 
individual  enough  of  their  class.  But  the  class  is  the  class  of  types 
rather  than  of  individuals.  After  long  debate  this  difference  has  been 
admitted  by  most  reasonable  French  critics,  and  they  now  confine 
themselves  to  the  argument  that  the  two  processes,  the  illustration 
of  the  universal  by  means  of  the  particular,  and  the  indication  of 
the  particular  by  means  of  the  universal,  are  processes  equally  legiti- 
mate and  equally  important  The  difficulty  remains  that,  by  com- 
mon consent  of  mankind — Frenchmen  not  excluded — Hamlet, 
Othello,  Falstaff,  Rosalind,  are  fictitious  persons  far  more  interest- 
ing to  their  fellow-creatures  who  are  not  fictitious  than  any  per- 
sonages of  the  French  stage.  There  is,  moreover,  a  simple  test 
which  can  be  applied.  No  one  can  doubt  that,  if  Shakespeare  had 
chosen  to  adopt  the  style,  and  had  accepted  the  censorship  of  a 
Boileau,  he  could  easily  have  written  Phedrt.  It  would  be  a  bold 
man  who  should  say  that  Racine  could,  with  altered  circumstances 
but  unaltered  powers,  have  written  Olhello. 

The  style  of  tragedy  which  was  likely  to  be  successful  in 
Hiura  France  had  been  pointed  out  so  clearly  by  Corneille 
TragediaM.  and  by  Racine  that  it  could  not  fail  to  find  imitators. 
As  usual,  the  weakness  of  the  style  was  more  fully  manifested  by 
th*se  imitators  than  its  strength.  The  best  of  them  was  Thomas 
Corneille,  the  younger  brother  of  Pierre.  A  much  more  facile 
versifier  than  his  brother,  he  produced  a  large  number  of  plays,  of 
which  Comma,  Laodict,  Ariane,  Le  Comle  d Essex,  have  considerable 
merit.  Thomas  Corneille  succeeded  his  brother  in  the  Academy, 
and  died  at  a  great  old  age.  He  was  an  active  journalist  and 
miscellaneous  writer  as  well  as  a  dramatist,  and  his  principal  mis- 
fortune was  that  he  had  a  brother  of  greater  genius  than  himsell 
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Pradon,  whose  success  against  Pfiidre  so  bitterly  annoyed  Racine, 
vas  a  dramatist  of  the  third,  or  even  the  fourth  class,  though  he 
enjoyed  some  temporary  popularly.  Campistron,  a  follower  rather 
than  a  rival  of  Racine,  was  a  better  writer  than  Pradon,  but  pushed 
to  an  extreme  the  softness  and  almost  effeminacy  of  subject  and 
treatment  which  madeCorneille  contemptuously  speak  of  his  younger 
rival  and  his  party  as  '  les  doucereux.'  Quinault,  before  writing 
good  operas  and  &ir  comedies,  wrote  bad  tragedies.  The  only 
other  authors  of  the  day  worth  mentioning  ate  Duch^  and  Lafosse. 
Lafosse  is  a  man  of  one  play,  though  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  wrote 
four.  In  Mantius  he  gave  Roman  names  and  setting  to  the  plot 
of  Otway's  Venice  Preserved,  and  achieved  a  decided  success. 

The  history  of  French  comedy  is  remarkably  different  from  that 
of  French  tragedy.  In  the  latter  case  a  foreign  model  was  followed 
almost  slavishly ;  in  the  former  the  actual  possessions  of  the  lan- 
guage received  grafts  of  foreign  importation,  and  the  result  was 
one  of  the  capital  productions  of  European  literature.  Develop. 
Whether  the  popularity  of  the  indigenous  farce  of  mBntof 
itself  saved  France  from  falling  into  the  same  false  ''•'"w^^- 
groove  with  Italy  it  is  not  easy  to  say,  but  it  is  certain  that  at  the 
time  of  the  Renaissance  there  was  some  danger.  At  first  it  seemed 
as  if  Terence  was  to  serve  as  a  model  for  comedy  just  as  Seneca 
served  as  a  model '  for  tragedy.  The  first  comedy,  Eugint,  is 
strongly  Terenttan,  though  even  here  a  greater  freedom  of  move- 
ment, a  stronger  infusion  of  local  colour  is  observable  than  in 
Didon  or  CUopdtrt.  So,  too,  when  the  ItaUan  Larivey  adapted  his 
remarkable  comedies  the  vernacular  savour  became  still  stronger. 
Yet  it  was  very  long  before  genuine  comedy  was  produced  in 
France.  The  farces  continued,  and  kinds  of  dramatic  entertain- 
ment, lower  even  than  the  farce,  such  as  those  which  survive  in  the 
work  of  the  meny-andrew  Tabarin  ',  were  relished.     The  Spanish 

'  The  work  of  {or  attribnted  Xd\  this  singular  anil  obscure  person  has  '■'sn 
edited  by  M,  G.  Aventin  in  t  vols,  of  the  Bibliotheque  KWvirienne  (Paris, 
i8j8).  The  name  was  certainly  assamed,  and  the  date  and  history  of  the  bearer 
are  qaite  uncertain.  The  third  decade  of  the  seventeenth  century  seems  to  have 
been  his  most  flourishing  time,  ile  was  the  most  remarkable  of  a  class  of 
charlatans,  others  of  whom  bore  the  names  of  Gaullier-Gai^nille,  Gtos- 
Guillaume,  etc,  and  the  work  vfhich  goes  imdet  his  oame  a  typic&l  of  a  large 
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comedy,  with  its  strong  spice  of  tragi-comedy,  was  imitated  to  a 
considerable  extent.  A  few  examples  of  the  Commtdia  erudila,  or 
Terentian  play,  continued  to  be  produced  at  intervals ;  and  the 
stock  personages  of  the  Commtdia  delCarle,  Harlequin,  Scaramouch, 
etc.,  at  one  time  invaded  France,  and,  under  cover  of  the  comic 
opera  and  the  Foirt  pieces,  made  sometiiing  of  a  lodgment.  In 
the  earlier  years  of  the  seventeenth  century,  moreover,  a  consider- 
able number  of  fantastic  experiments  were  tried.  We  have  a 
Com/die  des  Froverbes,  in  which  the  action  is  altogether  subordinate 
to  the  introduction  of  the  greatest  possible  number  of  popular  say- 
ings ;  a  ConUdie  des  Chansons  spun  out  of  a  vast  and  precious  col- 
lection of  popular  songs ;  a  Com^die  des  Com/dies,  which  is  a  cento 
made  up  of  extracts  from  Balzac,  the  moralist  and  letter -writer  ;  a 
Comidie  des  Comediens,  in  which  the  famous  actors  of  the  day  are 
brought  on  the  stage  in  their  own  persons ',  etc.,  etc.  While  French 
comedy  was  thus  endeavouring  to  find  its  way  in  all  manner 
of  tentative  and  sometimes  grotesque  experiments,  dramatists  of 
talent  occasionally  struck,  as  if  by  accident,  into  some  of  the  siHe 
paths  of  that  way,  and  directed  their  successors  into  the  way  itself. 
The  early  comedies  of  Corneille  have  been  spoken  of;  despite  the 
improbability  of  their  Spanish  plots,  they  show  a  distinct  feeling  after 
real  excellence.  The  eccentric  Cycano  de  Bergerac,  especially  in  his 
Fidanijoue,  furnished  Molifere  with  hints,  and  displayed  consider- 
able comic  power.  Scarron,  a  not  dissimilar  person,  whose  Roman 
Comiqiu  shows  the  interest  he  felt  in  the  theatre,  also  wrote  comedies, 
the  chief  of  which  were  extremely  popular,  the  character  of  Jodelet 
in  the  play  of  the  same  name  (i  645)  becoming  for  the  time  a  stock 
one  both  in  name  and  type.  Scarron's  other  chief  pieces  were  Don 
Japhei  d'Arm^nie,  L'HAiiier  ridicule,  La  Fricaution  inutile.  It  was 
in  the  Menleur  of  Corneille  that  Moli^re  himself  oonsideced  that 
true  comedy  had  been  first  reached,  and  it  was  this  play  which 

mass  alfaceliae.  It  consists  of  dialogues  between  Tabarin  and  his  master,  of 
farcical  advenlures  in  which  figure  Kodomont  (the  typical  hero  of  romance) 
and  Isabelle  (the  typical  heroine),  etc,  etc 

'  Tliese  will  be  found  in  the  dramatic  collection  of  the  liibliolhJque  Elieviri- 
enne  already  cited,  as  well  as  other  pieces,  of  which  the  most  remarkable  is  the 
Corrivaux  of  Trolerel  (1613).  Sainl-Evremond  among  his  earlier  works 
inoduced  a  Cgiiudie  dts  AcadimUtes,  satirisioB  the  then  young  Academy. 
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set  him  on  the  track.  But  French  comedy  of  the  seventeenth 
century,  before  Molifere,  is  one  of  the  subjects  which  have  hardly 
any  but  a  historical  and  antiquarian  interest.  Although  far  less 
artificial  than  conlemporary  tragedy,  it  is  inferior  as  literature.  It 
was  attempted  by  writers  of  less  power,  and  it  is  disfigured  by  too 
frequent  coarseness  of  language  and  incident.  It  was  on  the  whole 
the  lowest  of  literary  styles  during  the  first  half  of  the  century. 
With  Moii&re  it  became  at  one  bound  the  highest. 

Jean  Baptiste  Poquelin  ',  afterwards  called  Molifere,  was  born  at 
Paris,  probably  in  January  1622,  in  the  Rue  St.  Honor^.     The 

Poquelin  family  seem  to  have  come  from  Beauvais. 
c  ,  .  „,■-,  ,  ,.  MoUiro. 

Some  hypotheses  as  to  a  Scotch  origin  have  been  dis- 
proved. Molifere's  father  was  an  upholsterer,  holding  an  appoint- 
ment in  the  royal  household,  and  of  some  wealth  and  position. 
Molifere  himself  had  every  advantage  of  education,  being  at  school 
at  the  famous  Jesuit  College  de  Clermont,  and  afterwards  studying 
philosophy  {under  Gassendi)  and  law.  He  was,  according  to  some 
accounts,  actually  called  to  the  bar.  At  his  majority  he  seems  to 
have  received  a  considerable  share  of  his  mother's  fortune,  and 
thus  to  have  become  independent.  He  joined  some  other  young 
men  of  fair  position  in  establishing  a  theatrical  company  called 
L'lllustre  Theatre,  which,  however,  failed  with  heavy  loss  to 
him,  notwithstanding  the  assistance  of  a  family  of  professional 
actors  and  actresses,  one  of  whom,  Madeleine  B^jart,  figures 
prominently  in  his  private  history.  He  was  not  to  be  thus  dis- 
gusted with  his  profession.  In  1646  he  set  out  on  a  strolling 
tour  through  (he  provinces,  and  was  absent  from  the  capital  for 
nearly  thirteen  years.  The  notices  of  this  interesting  part  of  his 
career  which  exist  are  unfortunately  few,  and,  like  many  other 
points  connected  with  it,  have  given  rise  to  much  controversy. 
It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  he  returned  to  Paris  in  1658,  and  on 
the  24th  of  October  performed  with  his  troupe  before  the  court. 
He  had  long  been  a  dramatist  as  well  as  an  actor,  and  had  written 
besides  minor  pieces,  most  of  which  are  lost,  the  Elourdi  and  the 
D^pit  Amoureux.  Molifere  soon  acquired  the  favour  of  the  king, 
and  the  Priciemes  Ridicules,  the  first  of  his  really  great  works, 
'  Ed.  Molond.  7  voli.  Pari*,  1863.  Ed.  (in  'Gruids  Eciivaiiii '  seriei) 
DespoiSi  Regnier,  and  Mesnard.     Fans. 
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gained  for  him  tliat  of  the  public.  In  1662  he  married  Annande 
B^jart,  the  younger  sister  of  Madeleine — a  marriage  which  brought 
him  great  unhappiness,  though  it  was  probably  not  without  influ- 
ence on  some  of  his  finest  work.  The  king  was  godfather  to  the 
first  child  of  the  marriage,  and  Moli^re  was  a  prosperous  man. 
He  became  valet-de-chambre  to  Louis,  and  it  was  some  insolence 
of  his  noble  colleagues  which  is  alleged,  in  a  late  and  improbable 
though  famous  story,  to  have  occasioned  the  incident  of  his  par- 
taking of  the  king's  en  cas  dc  tiuil.  The  highest  point  of  his  genius 
was  shortly  reached  ;  Tartuffe,  the  Fesiin  dt  Pierre,  and  Ia  Misan- 
/Amj/* being  the  work  of  three  successive  years,  1664-6,  Tarluffe 
brought  him  some  trouble  because  it  was  supposed  to  be  irre- 
ligious in  tendency,  or  at  least  to  satirise  the  profession  of  religion. 
These,  his  three  greatest  comedies,  were  not  all  warmly  received, 
and  he  fell  back  upon  lighter  work,  producing  in  rapid  succes- 
sion farce-comedies  for  the  public  theatre,  and  diveriissemmU  of 
divers  kinds  for  the  court  until  his  death  in  February  1673,  which 
happened  almost  on  the  stage. 

The  following  is  a  complete  list  of  Molifire's  work  which  has 

come  down  to  us.    During  his  provincial  sojourn  he  had  written 

many  slight  pieces  half-way  in  kind  between  the  Italian  comedy 

.and  the  native  farce.    Of"  these  two  only  survive,  LeM/decin  Volant 

'  -  land  La  Jalousie  du  BarbouilU.     Both  have  considerable  merit,  and 

Moli^re  subsequently  worked  up  theu'  materials,  as  no  doubt  he 

-.      did  those  of  the  lost  pieces.     L'^tgaxdi,  1653,  is  a  regular  comedy 

in  five  acts,  still  strongly  Italian  in  style  and  somewhat  improbable 

in  circumstances,  but  full  of  sparkle  and  lively  action  and  dialogue. 

\..  Le  De'pil  Amoureux,  1654,  is  even  better  and  more  independent. 

Nothing  had  yet  been  seen  on  the  French  stage  so  good  as  the 

— ^  quarrels  and  reconciliation  of  the  quartette  of  master,  mistress,  valet, 

\  and  souhrelie.     But  Lts  Prkieaset  Ridicules,  1659,  struck  an  entirely 

different  note.     The  stage  had  been  employed  often  enough  for 

I  personal  satire,  but  it  had  not  yet  been  made  use  of  for  the  actual 

I  delineation  and  criticism  of  contemporary  manners  as  manners  and 

,  not  as  the  foibles  of  individuals.     The  play  was  directed  against 

\  the  aifectalions  and  unreal  language  of  the  members  of  literary 

couries  which,  with  that  of  the  Hdtel  Rambouillet  as  the  chief,  had 
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long  been  prominent  in  French  society.  It  lias  but  a  single  act, 
but  in  its  way  it  has  never  been  surpassed  either  as  a  piece  of  social 
satire  or  a  piece  of  brilliant  dialogue  illustrating  ludicrous  action 
and  character.  Sganareile,  t66o,  relapses  into  the  commonplaces  -^ 
of  farce,  and  has  no  moral  or  satirical  intention,  but  is  amusing 
enough.  Don  Garcie  de  Navarre,  1661,  maybe  called  Molifere's 
only  failure.  He  styles  it  a  comidie  Mroique,  and  it  is  in  fact  a  kind 
of  anticipation  of  Racine's  manner,  but  applied  to  less  serious  sub- 
jects. The  jealousy  of  the  hero  is,  however,  the  only  motive  of  the 
piece,  and  its  exhibition  is  rather  tiresome  than  anything  else.  The 
play  is  monotonous  and  unrelieved  by  action.  The  genius  of  the 
author  reappeared  in  its  appropriate  sphere  in  L'^cok  des  Maris 
(same  date),  where  a  Terentian  suggestion  is  adaptcj  and  carried 
out  with  the  greatest  skill.  Then,  still  in  the  same  prolific  year,  (^ 
Moliere  returned  to  social  satire  in  Les  Fdckeux,  an  audacious 
lampoon  on  the  forms  of  fashionable  boredom  common  among  the 
courtiers  of  the  time.  In  i66a  appeared  L'AcoU  des  Femmes, 
which  is  generally  considered  the  best  of  Molibre's  plays  before 
Tarluffe.  A  certain  slyness  about  the  character  of  Agnes  is  its 
only  drawback.  This  gave  occasion  to  the  brilliant  and  most^^ 
amusing  Critique  de  L'&cole  des  F/mmes,  1663.  Here  the  authoi'^ 
is  once  more  the  satirist  of  contemporary  society,  which  he  intro- 
duces as  criticising  his  own  work.  U Impromplu  de  Versailles  (same 
date),  according  to  a  curious  habit  which  Molifere  did  not  originate, 
brings  the  author  himself  and  his  troupe  in  their  own  names  and 
persons  before  the  spectator.  Le  Mariage  Ford,  1664,  a  slight 
piece,  was  worked  up  into  a  ballet  for  the  court.  La  Princesse 
d'Elide  (same  date)  is  Mollfere's  most  important  court  piece,  or 
eom/die-ballel,  and,  though  necessarily  artificial,  has  great  beauty. 
Next  in  point  of  composition  came  The  Hypocrite,  that  is  to  say  — . 
Tartufft,  but  the  difBculdes  which  this  met  with  made  Le  FeUin  d^W 
Pierre,  1665,  appear  first.  This  is  a  tragi-comic  working  up  of- 
the  Don  Juan  story,  and  is  of  a  different  class  from  any  other  of 
Motive's  comedies.  It  has  been  thought,  but  without  sufficient 
ground,  that  Molifere  here  gave  expression  to  a  modified  form  of 
the  freethinking  which  was  so  common  at  the  lime.  It  may,  per- 
haps, be  more  truly  regarded  as  an  excursion  into  romantic  comedy 
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— the  comedy  which,  like  Shakespeare's  work,  is  not  directly  satiric 
on  society  or  on  individuals,  but  tells  stories  poetically  and  in 
dramatic  form  with  comic  touches.  It  is  noteworthy  that  Don 
Juan  is  of  all  Moli^re's  heroes  least  exposed  to  the  charge  of  being 
an  alislraction  rather  than  a  man.  1'he  pleasant  triile,  L'Amtmr 
'^  Medtcin  (same  date),  was  succeeded  by  Le  MiiQt^krope,  1666. 
^  Here  Molifere's  special  vein  of  satire  was  worked  most  deeply  and 
\  to  most  profit,  though  the  reproach  that  the  handling  is  somewhat 
Uoo  serious  for  comedy  is  not  undeserved.  Alceate  the  impatient 
'but  not  cynical  hero,  C^Um&ne  the  coquette,  Oronte  the  fop, 
I  £liante  the  reasonable  woman,  Arsino^  the  mischief-maker,  are  all 
immortal  types.  The  admirable  farce-comedy  of  the  M/dtcin 
malgr/  Lui  (s^me  date),  founded  upon  an  o\A/abliau,  followed,  and 
this  was  succeeded  almost  immediately  by  the  graceful  pastoral  of 
Milicerte,  the  amusing  Pastorale  Comiqut,  and  the  slight  sketch  of 
Le  Sicilien,  ou  L' Amour  Peintre.  At  last,  in  1667,  Tarluffe  got 
itself  represented.  It  is  a  vigorous  and  almost  ferocious  satire  on 
religious  pretension  masking  vice,  and  many  of  its  separate  strokes 
are  of  the  dramatist's  happiest  Here  however,  more  than  elsewhere, 
is  felt  the  drawback  of  the  method.  Comparing  Tartuffe  with 
lago,  we  have  all  the  difference  between  a  skilful  but  not  wholly 
probable  presentation  of  wickedness  in  the  abstract,  and  a  picture 
of  a  wicked  man.  In  Amphitryon,  1668,  Molibre  measured  him- 
self with  Plautus  and  produced  an  admirable  play.  George  Daniin 
(same  date),  the  working  up  of  Im  Jalousie  du  BarhouilU,  is  one  of 
the  happiest  of  his  sketches  of  conjugal  infelicity.  Then  came 
L'Avare  (same  date),  in  which  Molifere  was  once  more  indebted  to 
the  ancients  and  to  his  French  predecessors,  but  in  which  he  amply 
justified  his  borrowings.  At  this  time  he  extended  his  field  and 
brought  his  knowledge  of  provincial  and  bourgeois  life  to  bear. 
M.  de  Pourceaugnac,  1669,  is  an  ingenious  satire,  pushed  to  the 
verge  of  burlesque  and  farce,  on  the  country  squires  of  France. 
Les  Amants  Magnifiques,  i6;o,  shows  the  writer  once  more  in 
his  capacity  of  court  playwright.  But  Le  Bourgeoit  Gentilhommt 
(same  date)  is  the  most  -  audacious  and  by  far  the  most  successful 
of  the  wonderliil  extravaganzas  in  which  a  sound  and  perennial 
motive  of  satire  on  society  is  wrapped  up,  the  theme  this  time  being 

L,.:,-z,;i:,C00^[c 
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the  bourgeoisie  of  Paris,  of  which  the  author  was  himself  a  member. 
Psych/,  1671,  is,  perhaps,  the  most  remarkable  example  of  colla- 
boralion  in  literature,  Molifere,  Pierre  Corneille,  and  Qiiinault,  the 
greatest  comic  dramatist,  the  greatest  tragic  dramatist,  and  the 
greatest  opera  librettist  of  the  day,  having  joined  their  forces  with 
a  result  not  unworthy  of  them.  Let  Fourbiriei  de  Scapin  (same 
date)  is  again  farce,  but  farce  such  as  only  Moli&re  could  write ; 
and  in  La  ComUsse  tf  Escarbagnas  (same  date)  the  theme  of  M.  de 
Pourceaugnae  is  taken  up  with  a  certain  heightening  of  colour  and 
manner,  Les  Ftmmes  Savantet,  i6ja,  brings  the  reader  back  to 
what  ts  as  emphatically  'la  bonne  com^die'  as  its  original  Lts 
Pr/cimies  Ridicules.  The  tone  and  treatment  are  more  serious 
than  in  the  older  piece  and  deal  with  a  different  variety  of  feminine 
coxcombry,  but  the  effect  is  not  less  happy,  and  is  free  from  the 
broader  elements  of  farce.  Lastly,  Le  Maladt  Imaginaire,  1673, (".rj 
the  swan-song  of  Moli^re,  combined  both  bis  greatest  excellences,  ^\V 
the  power  of  raising  audacious  farce  into  the  region  of  true 
comedy  and  the  power  of  satirising  social  abuses  with  a  pitiless  but 
good-humoured  hand.  The  main  theme  here  is  the  absurdity  of 
the  current  practice  of  medicine,  but  as  usual  the  genius  of  the 
writer  veils  the  fact  of  the  drama  being  a  drama  with  a  purpose. 

The  unique  individuality  and  the  extraordinary  merit  of  the 
various  pieces  which  make  up  Molifere's  theatre  have  made  it  neces- 
sary to  give  a  toleiiably  minute  account  of  them,  and  that  account 
will  to  a  certain  extent  dispense  us  from  dealing  with  his  general 
characteristics  at  great  length,  especially  as  a  few  remarks  on  French 
comedy  of  the  Molieresque  kind  as  a  whole  will  have  to  be  given 
at  the  end  of  this  chapter.  Independently  of  ibe  characters  whichv 
Molifere  shares  with  all  the  great  names  of  literature — his  fertility  I 
and  justness  of  thought,  the  felicity  of  the  expression  in  which  he  \ 
clothea  it,  and  his  accurate  observation  of  human  life— there  are  two  / 
points  in  his  drama  which  belong,  in  the  highest  degree,  to  him/ 
alone.  One  is  the  extraordinary  manner  in  which  he  manages  to\ 
imbue  farce  and  burlesque  with  the  true  spirit  of  refined  comedjy 
This  manner  has  been  spoken  of  by  unfriendly  critics  as  'exag- 
gerated,' but  the  reproach  argues  a  deficiency  of  perception.  Even 
the  most  roarint;  farces  of  MoU&r^  even  such  pieces  as  M.  dt 
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Pourceaugnae  and  the  Bourgeois  Geniilhomme,  demand  rank  as 
legitimate  coinedy,  owing  to  his  unmatched  faculty  of  intimating  a 
general  purpose  under  the  cloak  of  the  merely  ludicrous  incidents 
which  are  made  to  surround  the  fortunes  of  a  particular  person. 
This  general  purpose  (and  here  we  come  to  the  second  point)  is 

■ariably  a  moral  one.  Of  all  dramatists,  ancient  and  modern, 
Moli&reisperhaps  that  one  who  has  borne  most  constantly  inmind  the 
;heory  that  the  stage  is  a  lay-pulpit,  and  that  its  end  is  not  merely 
amusement,  but  the  reformation  of  manners  by  means  of  amusing 
spectacles.  Occasionally,  no  doubt,  he  has  pushed  this  purpose 
too  far  and  has  missed  his  mark.  He  has  never  given  us,  and 
perhaps  could  not  have  given  us,  such  examples  of  dramatic  poetry 
of  the  non-tragic  sort  as  Shakespeare  and  Calderon  have  given. 
Indeed,  it  seems  to  be  a  mistake  to  call  Moli^re  a  poet  at  all, 
despite  his  extraordinary  creative  faculty.  He  was  too  positive, 
too  much  given  to  literal  transcription  of  society,  too  little  able  to 
convey  the  vague  suggestion  of  beauty  which,  as  it  cannot  be  too 
often  repeated,  is  of  the  essence  of  poetry.  But,  if  we  are  content 
to  regard  drama  as  a  middle  term  between  poetry  and  prose,  he, 
with  the  two  poets  just  named,' must  be  appointed  to  the  first  place 
in  it  among  modern  authors.  In  brilliancy  of  wit  he  is,  among 
dramatists,  inferior  only  to  Aristophanes  and  Congreve.  But  he 
took  a  less  Rabelaisian  licence  of  range  than  Aristophanes,  and  he 
never,  like  Congreve,  allows  his  action  to  drift  aimlessly  while  his 
characters  shoot  pleasantries  at  one  another.  If  we  leave  purely 
poeticmerit  outof  the  question  and  restrict  the  definition  of  comedy 
to  the  dramatic  presentment  of  the  characters  and  incidents  of 
actual  life,  in  such  a  manner  as  at  once  to  hold  the  mirror  up  to 
nature  and  to  convey  lessons  of  morality  and  conduct,  we  must 
allow  Molifere  the  rank  of  the  greatest  comic  writer  of  all  the  world. 
Cadigat  ridendo  mores  is  a  motto  which  no  one  challenges  with 
such  a  certainty  of  victory  as  he. 

Although  the  number  and  the  diversity  of  Molibre's  works  were 
well  calculated  to  encourage  imitators,  it  was  some  lime  before  the 
imitators  appeared.  Unlike  Racine,  whose  method  was  at  once 
caught  up,  Molifere  saw  during  his  lifetime  no  one  who  could 
even  pretend  to  be  a  rival.     Those  who  arc  now  classed  as  being 
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in  some  degree  of  his  time  were  for  the  moRt  part  in  their  cradles 
when  his  masterpieces  were  being  acted,  Regnardj  tlie  best  of 
them,  was  born  two  years  after  the  appearance  of  Le  Dipit 
Amourmx  and  only  three  years  before  the  appearance  of  Let 
Pricifttses  Ridicules.  Baron  was  his  pupil  and  adoring  disciple. 
Dufresny  was  but  just  of  age,  and  Dancourt  but  ten  years  old, 
at  his  death,  Brueys  and  Palaprat  (the  Beaumont  and  Fletcher. 
mutatit  mtttandis,  of  the  French  stage)  did  not  make  up  their 
curious  association  till  long  after  that  event,  at  the  date  of  which 
Le  Sage  was  five  years  old.  Quinault,  Boursault,  and  Monifleury 
alone  were  in  active  rivalry  with  him,  and  though  none  of  them 
was  destitute  of  merit,  the  merit  of  none  of  them  was  in  the  least 
comparable  to  his.  He  owed  this  advantage,  for  snch  it  wa!i,  to  his 
relatively  early  death  and  to  the  wonderfully  short  space  of  time 
in  which  his  masterpieces  were  produced.  Molifere  is  identified 
with  the  age  of  Louis  XIV.,  yet  Les  Pr/cieusei  Ridicules  was  written 
years  after  the  king's  nominal  accession,  and  even  after  his  actual 
assumption  of  the  reins  of  government  from  the  hands  of  Mazarin, 
while  Le  Malade  Imaginairc  was  acted  by  its  dying  author  more 
than  forty  years  before  the  great  king's  reign  ended. 

The  three  authors  just  mentioned  as  actually  contemporary  with 
Moliere  require  no  very  lengthy  notice.  Quinault  may  almost  be 
said  to  have  founded  a  new  literary  school  (in  which  contempor- 
none  of  his  pupils  has  surpassed  him)  by  the  eX'  arien  of 
cellence  of  his  operas.  Of  these  Armida  is  held  the  Moii*™- 
best.  His  comedies  proper  are  not  quite  so  good  as  his  operas, 
but  much  better  than  his  tragedies.  One  of  them,  L'Amant  In- 
discret,  supplied  Newcastle  and  Dryden  with  hints  to  eke  out 
LElourdi,  and  most  of  ihem  show  a  considerable  command  of 
comic  situation,  if  not  of  comic  expression.  Monifleury,  whose 
real  name  was  Antoine  Jacob,  was,  like  MoUfere,  an  actor.  He 
belonged  to  the  old  or  rival  company  of  the  H6tel  de  Bourgogne, 
and  was  horn  in  1640.  He  wrote  sixteen  comedies,  partly  on 
contemporary  subjects  and  partly  adaptadons  of  Spanish  originals. 
The  two  best  are  La  Femme  /uge  el  Par  lie  and  La  Fille  Capilaine. 
They  belong  to  an  older  style  of  comedy  than  Molifere's,  being 
both  extravagant  and  coarse,  but  there  is  considerable  vis  cotnica 
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in  them.  Boursault,  who  was  born  in  1638  and  died  in  lyor,  had 
still  more  merit,  though  he  too  was  an  enemy  of  Moliisre.  His 
Mercure  GalanI  is  his  principal  play,  besides  which  &sope  h  la  Cour, 
Ewpe  h  la  Villf,  and  Phaeton  may  be  mentioned.  He  was  decidedly 
popular  both  as  a  man  and  a  writer.  Vanbrugh  imitated  more 
than  one  of  his  plays.  In  all  these  comedies  a  certain  smack  of 
the  pre-MoliSresque  fancy  for  Comidits  des  Chansons  and  other 
lours  deforce  may  be  perceived.  Besides  these  three  writers  others 
of  Molifere's  own  contemporaries  wrote  comedies  with  more  or  less 
success.  La  Fontaine  himself  was  a  dramatist,  though  his  dramas 
do  not  approach  his  other  work  in  excellence.  Thomas  Corneille 
wrote  comedies,  but  none  of  importance ;  and  Campistron  attained 
a  certain  amount  of  success  in  comic  as  in  tragic  drama.  No  one 
of  these,  however,  approached  the  authors  of  the  younger  genera- 
tion who  have  been  mentioned. 

Jean  Fran9ois  Regnard,  the  second  of  French  comic  dramatists 
in  general  estimation  (though  it  is  doubtful  whether  any  single 
The  School  P'^ce  of  his  equals  Turcaret),  was  born  at  Paris  in 
of  Molldre*  1656,  and  lived  a  curious  life.  He  was  heir  to  con- 
^**"*'^  siderable  wealth  and  increased  it,  singular  to  say,  by 
gambling.  He  had  also  a  mania  for  travelling,  and  when  he  was 
only  two-and-twenty  was  captured  by  an  Algerian  cors^r  and  en- 
slaved. After  some  adventures  of  a  rather  dubious  character  he 
was  ransomed,  but  continued  to  travel  for  some  years.  At 
last  he  returned  to  France,  bought  several  lucrative  offices  and 
an  estate  in  the  country,  and  lived  partly  there  and  partly  at  Paris, 
writing  comedies  and  indulging  largely  in  the  pleasures  of  the 
table.  He  died  at  his  chSteau  of  Grillon  in  1710,  apparently  of  a 
fit  of  indigestion ;  but  various  legends  are  current  about  the  exact 
cause  of  his  death.  He  wrote  twenty-three  plays  (including  one 
tragedy  of  no  value)  and  collaborated  with  Dufresny  in  four  others. 
Many  of  these  pieces  were  comic  operas.  At  least  a  dozen  wei* 
represented  by  the  '  Maison  de  Moliere.'  The  best  of  them  are 
i>  Joueur,  Le  Distrait,  Les  Men^chmes,  Le  L/galaire,  the  first  and 
the  last  named  being  his  principal  titles  to  fame.  Regnard  trod 
as  closely  as  he  could  in  the  stepsof  Molifere.  He  was  destitute 
of  that  great  dramatist's  grasp  of  character  and  moral  earnestness ; 
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bu'.  he  is  a  thoroughly  lively  writer,  and  well  merited  the  retort  of 
Boileau  (by  no  means  a  lenient  critic,  especially  to  the  young  men 
who  succeeded  his  old  friend),  when  some  one  charged  Regnard 
with  mediocrity, '  II  n'est  pas  m^diocrement  gai,' 

Baron  the  actor  was  born  in  1643  and  died  in  1729,  after  having 
long  been  the  leading  star  of  the  French  stage.  He  wrote,  though 
it  is  sometimes  said  that  he  was  aided  by  others,  seven  comedies. 
One  of  these,  L'Andrienne,  is  a  clever  adaptation  of  Terence,  and 
another,  UHammt  aux  Bonnes  Fortunes,  has  considerable  merit 
in  point  of  writing  and  of  that  stage  adaptability  which  few 
writers  who  have  not  been  themselves  actors  have  known  how 
to  master. 

Charles  Riviere  Dufresny,  a  descendant  of  'La  Belle  Jardinifere,' 
one  of  Henri  IV.'s  village  loves,  was  bora  in  1648  and  died  in 
1724.  He  was  a  great  favourite  of  Louis  XIV.  and  a  kind  of 
universal  genius,  devoting  himself  by  turns  to  almost  every  branch 
of  literature  and  of  the  arts.  He  was,  however,  incurably  desultory, 
and  was  besides  a  man  of  disorderly  life.  His  comedies  were 
numerous  and  full  of  wit  and  knowledge  of  the  world,  but  some- 
what destitute  of  finish.  Besides  those  in  which  Regnard  colla- 
borated he  was  the  author  of  eleven  pieces,  of  which  U Esprit  de 
Contradiction,  Le  Double  Vfuvage,  La  Coquette  de  Village,  and  La 
H /conciliation  Normande  are  perhaps  the  best. 

Florent  Carton  Dancourt  was  born  in  1661  and  died  in  1731;. 
He  too  was  a  favourite  of  Louis  XIV.,  but,  unlike  Dufresny,  he 
was  an  actor  as  well  as  an  author.  Towards  the  end  of  his  days, 
having  made  a  moderate  fortune,  he  betook  himself  to  a  country 
life  and  to  the  practice  of  religious  duties.  His  th/dire  is  con- 
siderable, extending  to  twelve  volumes.  The  great  peculiarity 
of  his  comedies  is  that  they  deal  almost  exclusively  with  the  middle 
class.  Les  Bourgeoises  de  Quality  and  Le  Chevalier  &  la  Mode,  per- 
haps  also  Le  Galant  Jardinier  and  Les  Trois  Cousines,  deserve 


The  collaboration  of  Brueys  and  Palaprat  resulted  in  the  modem 
version  of  the  famous  mediaeval  farce,  L'Avocai  Patkelin,  and  in  an 
excellent  piece  of  the  Molifcre- Regnard  type,  Le  Grondtur.  Some 
other  plays  of  less  merit  were  written  by  the  friends,  while  eadi  is 
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responsible  for  two  independent  pieces.  Both  were  Proven9als, 
David  Augustin  de  Bnieys  having  been  bom  at  Aix  in  1640,  Jean 
Palaprat  at  Toulouse  ten  years  later.  Brueys,  who,  as  an  abb£ 
converted  by  Bossuet  and  engaged  actively  in  props^ting  bis  new 
faith,  had  some  difficulty  in  appearing  publicly  as  a  dramatic  atithor, 
is  understood  to  have  bad  the  chief  share  in  the  composition  of  the 
joint  dramas. 

The  gener^  characteristics  of  this  remarkable  comedy  are  not 
hard  to  define.  Based  as  it  was,  after  Moli^re  had  once  set  the 
example,  on  the  direct  study  of  the  actual  fects  of  society  and 
human  nature,  it  could  not  fail  to  appeal  to  universal  sympathy  in 
(jjjij^ijgj^j_    a  very  different  degree  from  the  artificial  tragedy  which 

irtioi  of  accompanied  it.  It  was,  moreover,  far  less  trammelled 
KoUaMaqtM  by  niles  than  the  sister  variety  of  drama.    Unities  did 

^"'"'^'  not  press  very  heavily  on  the  comic  dramatist;  his 
choice  and  number  of  characters,  his  licence  of  action  on  the  stage, 
and  so  forth,  were  tmlimited ;  he  could  write  in  prose  or  verse  at 
his  pleasure,  and,  if  he  chose  verse,  he  was  bound  to  a  much  less 
monotonous  kind  of  it  than  his  tragic  brother.  Consequently  the 
majority  of  the  objections  which  lie  against  the  masterpieces  of 
Corneille  and  Racine,  and  which  make  the  work  of  their  imitators 
almost  unreadable,  leave  Moli&re  and  his  followers  unscathed. 
One  drawback  only  remained,  the  drawback  abeady  commented 
on  in  the  case  of  tri^edy,  and  admitted  by  French  critics  themselves 
in  some  such  terms  as  that  Shakespeare  took  individuals,  Moli^re 
took  types.  The  advantage  of  the  latter  method  for  enforcing  a 
moral  lesson  is  evident;  its  literary  disadvantages  are  evident  like- 
wise. It  leads  to  an  ignoring  of  the  complexity  of  human  nature 
and  to  an  unnatural  prominence  of  the  'ruling  passion.'  The 
iiighest  dramatic  triumplis  of  single  character  in  comedy,  Falstaff, 
Rosalind,  Beatrice,  become  impossible.  As  it  has  been  remarked, 
the  very  titles  of  these  plays,  Le  Misanlhrope,  Le  Jouewr,  Lt  Grim- 
dcur,  show  their  defects.  No  man  is  a  mere  misanthrope,  a  mere 
gambler,  a  mere  grumbler;  and  the  dramatist  who  approaches 
comedy  from  the  side  of  Moli&re  is  but  too  apt  to  forget  the  fact 
in  his  anxiety  to  enforce  his  moral  and  deepen  the  strokes  of  his 
general  type. 
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CHAPTER   III. 


NOVELISTS. 


For  some  time  after  the  close  of  the  Middle  Ages,  the  develop- 
ment of  fiction  in  France  had  dwindled,  though,  as 
has  been  seen  in  the  last  Book,  prose  tales  on  the  "n^^"*'^" 
small  scale,  and  the  work  of  Rabelais  on  the  large, 
vindicated  the  genius  of  the  nation  and  language  for  narrative. 
But  before  long  Italian,  and  still  more  Spanish  influences,  for 
Herbera)*  and  others  {v.  sup.  p.  209)  did  not  confine  their  labours 
to  the  Amadis  group,  began  to  effect  a  transformation  in  the 
direction  of  the  modem  novel.  In  1578,  too,  a  translation  of 
Montemayor's  Diana  started  or  enforced  the  fancy  for  Pastoral, 
which,  as  well  as  other  things,  earlier  versions  of  the  Greek  romances 
must  have  suggested.  There  resulted  various  stages  of  fiction,  with 
some  remarkable  single  books,  of  which  account  must  be  given. 

The  first  of  these,  almost  entirely  neglected  till  recently,*  covered 
the  junction  of  the  centuries  from  about  1590  to  1610, 
and    contained    some    hundred    or   so   of  novels   or    Anunun 
romances,  mostly  short.     They  were  very  commonly   gJI^j 
called  after  the  Greek  pattern  Lu  Amours  (with  addi-  (1680-16-). 
Xvyas,forlunies,  infgrtun/es,  chastes,  &c.,  &c.)  of  this  and 
that  hero  and  heroine ;  but  the  title  Bngeries  (pastoral  romances) 

'  When  it  was  made  known  by  a  monograph  of  excepiional  eitcellence — 
Le  Soman  senlimenlal  avaat  PAstrh  by  M.  G.  Reynier  (Paris,  1908).  The 
British  MoMom,  however,  contains  a  fair  numbet  of  the  books  there  catalogued 
and  discussed.  For  the  rest  of  Ihis  chapter  a  Isc^  oionogiaph  which  appeared 
after  this  History  was  originally  composed,  the  Guchichle  da  /ramisischen 
Romans  of  P.  A.  Korting,  1  vols.  (Leipzig,  1885-91),  is  a  painstaking  and 
thoroughgoing  treatment  with  abstracts  of  all  the  chief  novels.  But  I  did  not 
consult  it  till  after  the  reading  on  which  the  present  text  is  based. 
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also  occurs.  Their  authors  were  in  not  a  few  cases  gentlemen 
amateurs,  but  there  were  some  writers  {N.  de  Montreus,  A.  de  Ner- 
vfeze,  the  Sieurs  Du  Souhait,  and  Des  Escuteaus,  &c.)  who  might  be 
called  professionals  and  sometimes  collected  their  works.  Hardly 
any  of  them  offers  much  attraction  to  the  novel-reader;  but  the 
student  will  find  in  them  evidence  of  a  sort  of  blind  striving  after 
the  novel  of  real  life. 

To  readers  for  pleasure,  the  famous  if  little  read  At/r/e  of 

Honor^  dlJrfi^ — the  first  part  of  which  was  issued  in 
rpheAatr6e.  1607,  and  the    fifth   and   last,  certainly  revised  and 

probably  written  by  the  author's  secretary,  after  Urf'i^'s 
death  in  1625 — will  give  the  first  point  of  interest.  And  it  will 
certainly  surprise  some  who  have  read  of  it  as  a  dull  and  tedious 
extravagance.  It  is  no  doubt  very  loi^ — five  thick  volumes  of 
small  print — and  the  'pastoral '  scheme  is  unquestionably  artificial. 
But  the  story,  or  rather  the  tissue  of  stories,  is  sometimes  extremely 
well  told;  the  descriptions  are  not  seldom  beautiful;  there  is  a 
mixluie  of  chivalry,  philosophy,  and  passion,  which  reminds  one  of 
the  best  side  of  our  own  Elizabethan-'  Cavalier '  period ;  and  there 
is  actually  true  and  not  coarse  humour — the  purely  sentimental 
loves  of  Astr&  and  '  Cdladon '  (the  latter  of  whom  became  a  type 
name  in  literature)  being  balanced,  among  many  other  pairs,  by 
those  of  Hylas  and  Stella,  a  sort'  of  Benedick- and-Beatrice 
couple. 
The  book  was  exceedingly  popular,  and  we  kndw  by  positive 

statements  that  it  influenced  very  largely  the  various 

Tho  _   and   imposing  school  of  'Heroic'  but  not  formally 

BomanMt.  'Pastoral'  romance,  which  ruled  in  France  and  was 

translated  and  imitated  all  over  Europe  between  1620 
and  1680.  Of  this  the  principal  writers  were  Gombaud  the  poet 
(n,  sup,  p.  274),  Jean  Camus,  Bishop  of  Belley,  Marin  le  Roy, 
Seigneur  dc  Gombeiville,  Gauthier  de  Costes,  Seigneur  de  la 
Calprenfcde,  Madeleine  de  Scud^ry,  the  critic  H^delin,  Abb^ 
d'Aubignac,  and  as  a  last  member  of  the  group,  Marie  Catherine 
Hortense  Desjardins,  called  Madame  de  Villedieu,  The  charac- 
teristics of  this  romance  are — great  and  increasing  length  (the  most 
famous.  Mile  de  Scud^ry's  Ariamim^ou  Le  Grand  Cyrus,  is  in  twenty 
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volumes  and  fills  twelve  thousand  pages),  a  curious  mixture  of 
history  and  fiction,  immense  complexity  of  plot  with  inset  hisUnres  ' 
or  subsidiary  stories,  elaborate  letters,  set  descriptions,  and 
harangues ;  and  lastly,  very  frequent  if  not  universal  presence  of 
'  key  '-interest — that  is  to  say,  real  or  suggested  connexion  of  the 
personages  with  distinguished  persons  of  the  French  court  and 
society. 

As  for  individual  examples,  Gombaud's  Endimion  (16*3)  is  com- 
paratively short  and  rather  interesting,  anticipating  Keats  not  in 
detail  but  in  grafting  on  the  classical  sleep  on  Latmos  a  series  of 
wandering  adventures.  Bishop  Camus's  Palombe  (1624)  and  others 
are  '  Christian '  romances  intended,  though  the  author  was  a 
personal  friend  of  Urffi's,  lo  connteract  the '  profane '  variety.  The 
Abb^  d'Aubignac's  Macarist  (1664)  is  a  philosophical-allegorical 
attempt  with  solid  abstracts  of  Stoicism,  &c.,  thrown  in.  Mme  de 
Villedieu,  a  counterpart  in  several  ways,  as  well  as  contemporary 
of  our  Aphra  Behn,  made  up  historical  anecdotes  or  legends  into 
Anitala  GalatUes  (1670),  &c.,  based  on  a  family  scandal  of  the 
great  house  of  Rohan  a  novel  called  Alcidanice  (1661),  produced 
a  sort  of  pastoral  in  CaTmtnk  (1668),  and  altogether  wrote  enough 
to  fill  ten  or  twelve  volumes,  fiut  the  three  remainii^  authors  are 
the  stock  examples  of  the  kipd. 

Gomberville,  the  earliest  of  them,  is  dull  in  his  first  book. 
La  Caril/e  (itiai):  but  his  PoUxandre  (1637),  dealing  with 
Lepanto,  Spaniards,  Mexicans,  &c.,  is  one  of  the  liveliest  of  the 
whole  group.  La  Calprenfede's  Cassandrt  (1642-5)  (not  Priam's 
daughter  but  an  alias  for  Alexander's  queen  Statira)  and  Cl/opdire 
(1647)  (not  Antony's  Cleopatra  but  her  daughter  by  him)  are  also, 
but  for  their  enormous  length,  readable  novels;  Faramond  {i6f>i) 
(his  last  book  and  not  completed  by  himseit),  less  so. 

But,  whether  justly  or  not,  this  group  of  novels  is  indissolubly  con- 
nected in  literary  history  with  the  name  of  Madeleine  de  Sciud^ry, 
whose  works,  issued  under  the  name  of  her  brother  the  dramatist 
(if.  jtt^.  p.  365),  were /SraAm,  4  vols.  (1641);  Arlamine^ouU  Grand 
Cyrus,  3o  vols.  (1649-53);  CU'lie  (1654-60),  20  vols.;  while 
a  fourth,  Almahidt  (8  vols.,  1660),  from  which  Dryden  took  the 
name  and  part  of  the  substance  of  the   Conqutst  of  Granada, 
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remaned  unfinished.  Of  these  the  first  and  last  are  the  least 
interesting.  Cl/lie  has  perhaps  most  liveliness  and  variety,'  but  the 
Grand  Cyrus  raa.y,  in  some  ways  at  least,  deserve  the  place  which  it 
has  always  enjoyed  as  the  type  of  the  kind.  Its  enormous  bulk 
is  filled  partly  by  a  solid  and  very  skilfully  constructed  though 
extremely  elaborate  form  of  plot;  but  still  more  b)'  dozens  of  the 
inset  hhioires  mentioned  above,  sometimes  extending  to  several 
hundred  pages,  but  always  connected  with  the  main  story.  There 
is  plenty  of  incident,  though  the  vast  dilution  of  this  by  speeches, 
letters,  and  recounted  matter  may  disgust  modern  readers.  Character 
is  not  a  strong  point,  though  some  of  the  minor  personages,  such  as 
the  maids-of-honour  Mart^sie  and  Doralise,  are  not  ineffective. 
History  is  rather  ingeniously  adapted  to  the  writer's  needs,  as  in 
the  leading  cases  of  Croesus's  speech  about  Solon  on  bis  pyre  and 
Thomyris's  vengeance  on  Cyrus.  And  in  spite  erf"  the  enormous 
long-windedness  it  is  possible  to  perceive  an  effort  to  adjust  the 
romance  to  conceivable  conditioits  of  active  life.  Indeed  it  will  be 
seen  at  once  that  the  '  key '  element,  questionable  as  it  may  be  to 
some  exlent,  at  once  requires  and  conduces  to  this.  The  elaborate 
and  '  stilted '  gallantry  which  is  common  to  all  these  romances  is 
particularly  obvious  in  Mme  de  Scud^ry ;  the  PMbus,  or '  precious ' 
and  conceited  language,  rather  less  so. ,  The  class  has  met  (though 
more  justice  has  recently  been  done  to  the  Aslr^e)  with  much  ridicule 
and  little  praise  for  the  last  two  centuries ;  but  it  should  never  be 
forgotten  thai  it  was  liked  and  admired  by  such  a  writer  and  such 
a  critic  as  Mme  de  S^vign^. 

These  ambiiious  but  purblind  styles  of  fiction  were  succeeded, 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  century,  by  something  much  belter.  The 
Picaroon  romance  of  Spain  inspired  Paul  Scarron  with  the  first  of 
a  long  line  of  novels  which,  in  the  hands  of  Le  Sage,  Defoe, 
Fielding,  and  Smolleti,  enriched  the  literature  of  Europe  with 
remarkable  work.  Madame  de.  la  Fayette  laid  the  foundation  of 
the  novel  proper,  or  story  of  analysis  of  character ;  and  towards  the 
close  of  the  period  the  fairy  tale  attained,  in  the  hands  of  Anthony 
'  It  contains  the  famoos  Cartt  <ie  Tendri  (not  "  du  Tendre '  as  a  persistent 
vulgar  error  has  it)  and  allegorical  maji  of  the  coantry  of  love-makmg  or  at  least 
ninalion. 
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Hamilton,  Perranlt  and  Madame  d'AuInoy,  its  most  delightful  and 
abundant  development. 

Paul  Scarron  was  one  of  ihe  most  remarlcable  literary  figures  of 
the  century  in  respect  of  originality  and  eccentric  talent, 
though  few  single  works  of  his  possess  formal  com- 
pleteness. He  was  of  a  family  of  Piedmontese  origin  and  very 
well  connected,  his  father,  of  the  same  name,  being  a  member  of 
the  Parliament  of  Paris,  and  of  sufficiently  independent  humour 
to  oppose  Richelieu.  Paul  Scarron  the  younger  (he  had  had  an 
elder  brother  of  the  same  name  who  had  died  an  infant)  was  bom 
in  t6io,  and  his  mother  did  not  outlive  his  third  year.  His  father 
married  again ;  the  stepmother  did  not  get  on  well  with  Paul,  and 
he  was  half  obliged  and  half  induced  to  become  an  abbd.  For 
some  years  he  lived  a  merry  life,  partly  at  Rome,  partly  at  Paris. 
But  when  he  was  still  young  a  great  calamity  fell  on  him.  A  cock- 
and-bull  story  of  his  having  disguised  himself  as  a  savage  m  a  kind 
of  voluntary  tar-and- feather  suit,  and  having  been  struck  with 
paralysis  in  consequence  of  plunging  into  an  ice-cold  stream  to 
escape  the  populace,  is  usually  lold,  but  there  seems  to  be  no  truth  in 
it  Fever,  rheumatism,  and  medical  mismanagement  seem  :>ufficienlly 
to  account  for  his  disorder,  which  was  clearly  what  is  now  called 
rheumatoid  arthritis.  At  any  rate,  for  the  last  twenty  years  of  his  life 
be  was  hopelessly  deformed,  almost  helpless,  and  subject  to  acute 
attacks  of  pain.  But  his  spirit  was  unconquerable.  He  had  some 
preferment  at  Le  Mans  and  a  pension  from  the  queen,  which  he 
lost  on  suspicion  of  writing  Mazarinadts.  Besides  these  he  had 
what  he  called  his  '  Marquisat  de  Quinet,'  that  is  to  say,  the  money 
which  Quinet  the  bookseller  paid  him  for  his  wares.  In  1652  he 
astonished  Paris  by  marrying  Fran9oise  d'Anbign^,  the  iulure 
Madame  de  Mainlenon,  the  granddaughter  of  Agrippa  d'Aubign^, 
The  strange  couple  seem  to  have  been  happy  enough,  and  such 
unfavourable  reports  as  esist  against  Madame  Scarron  may  be  set 
cown  to  political  malice.  But  Scarron's  health  was  utterly  broken, 
and  he  died  in  i66o  at  the  age  of  fifty.  His  work  was  not  incon- 
sxlerable,  including  some  plays  and  much  burlesque  poetry,  the 
diet  piece  of  which  was  his  '  Virgil  travestied,'  an  ignoble  task  at 
but,  but  very  cleverly  performed.     His  prose,  however,  is  of  much 
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greater  value.  Many  of  his  notaidlts,  mostly  imitated  from  the 
Spanish,  have  merit,  and  his  Roman  Comtque ',  though  also  inspired 
to  some  extent  from  the  Peninsula,  has  still  more.  It  is  the 
unfinished  history  of  a  troop  of  strolling  actors,  displaying  estra- 
ordinary  truth  of  observation  and  power  of  realistic  description  in 
the  style  which,  as  has  been  said,  Le  Sage  and  Fielding  afterwards 
made  popular  throughout  Europe. 

With  Scarron  may  be  classed  another  writer  of  not  dissimilar 
character,  but  of  far  less  talent,  whose  eccentricities  have  given 
him  a  disproportionate  reputation  even  in  France,  while  they  have 
0;nuio  de  often  entirely  misled  foreign  critics.  Cyrano  de  Ber- 
Bergsrac  gerac  was  a  Gascon  of  not  inconsiderable  literary 
power,  whose  odd  personal  appearance,  audacity  as  a  duellist,  and 
adherence,  after  conversion,  to  the  unpopular  cause  of  Mazarin, 
gave  him  a  position  which  his  works  fail  to  sustain.  They  are 
not,  however,  devoid  of  merit.  His  PMant  JotU,  a  comedy,  gave 
Moli^re  some  useful  hints ;  his  Agrippine,  a  tragedy,  has  passages 
of  declamatory  energy.  But  his  best  work  comes  under  the  head 
of  fiction.  The  Voyaga  h  la  Lunt  et  au  Soleil^,  in  which  the  author 
partly  followed  Rabelais,  and  partly  indulged  his  own  fancy  for 
rodomontade,  personal  satire,  and  fantastic  extravagance,  have 
had  attributed  to  them  the  great  and  whoUy  unmerited  honour  of 
setting  a  pattern  to  Swift.  Cyrano,  let  it  be  repeated,  was  a  man 
of  talent,  but  his  powers  (he  died  before  he  was  thirty-five)  had  not 
time  to  mature,  and  the  reckless  boastfulness  of  his  character  would 
probably  have  disqualified  him  at  all  times  from  adequate  study  and 
self-criticism.  Personally,  he  is  an  amusing  and  interesting  figure 
in  literary  history,  but  he  is  not  much  more. 

Dassoucy,  alternalely  a  friend  and  enemy  of  Cyrano,  was  a  light 
writer  of  some  merit  with  a  character  of  very  little.  Charles 
Sorel,  an  exceedingly  voluminous  author,  historiographer  of 
France,  deserves  mention  in  passing  for  his  Hisloire  Comique  dt 
FrancioH ',  in  which,  as  in  almost  all  the  fictitious  work  of  the  time, 

'Ed.  DiTlaye.     2  vols,     Paris,  1881. 

'  The  full   litle  is  HiiMre  Comiqui  des  &lals  A  la  I.une  et  du  Soleii 
Cyrano's  works  have  been  edited  by  P.  L.  Jacob,    a  vols.    Paris,  1858, 
'  Ed.  Colombey.    Paris,  1S77. 
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serious  as  well  as  comic,  living  persons  are  introduced.  The  chief 
thing  remarkable  about  Fraiurion  is  the  evidence  it  gives  of  an 
attempt  at  an  early  date  (1623)  to  write  a  novel  of  ordinary 
manners.  It  is  a  dull  story  with  loose  episodes.  More 
interesting  is  Antoine  Fureli^e,  author  of  the  Roman  ^^ 
Bourgeois^.  Furetifere,  who  was  a  man  of  varied 
talent,  holds  no  small  place  in  the  history  of  the  calamities  of 
authors.  He  wrote  poems,  short  tales,  fables,  satires,  criticisms.  He 
is  said  to  have  given  both  Boileau  and  Racine  not  inconsiderable 
assistance.  Unfortunately  for  him,  though  he  had  been  elected 
an  academician  in  1663,  he  conceived  and  executed  the  idea  of 
outstripping  his  tardy  colleagues  in  their  dictionary  work.  He 
produced  a  book  of  great  merit  and  utility,  but  one  which  brought 
grave  troubles  on  his  own  head.  It  was  alleged  that  he  had  in- 
fringed the  privileges  of  the  Academy ;  he  was  espcUed  from  that 
body,  his  own  privilege  for  his  own  book  was  revoked,  and  it  was 
not  published  till  after  his  death,  becoming  eventually  the  well-known 
Diclionnaire  dt  Trivoux.  Fureti&re's  side  has  been  warmly  taken  in 
these  days,  and  it  has  been  sought,  not  without  success,  to  free  him 
from  the  charge  of  all  impropriety  of  conduct,  except  the  impro- 
priety of  continuing  to  be  a  member  of  the  Acadamy,  while  what 
be  was  doing  could  hardly  be  regarded  as  anything  but  a  slight 
on  it.  The  Roman  Bourgms  is  an  original  and  lively  book,  without 
any  general  plot,  but  containing  a  series  of  very  amusing  pictures 
of  the  Parisian  middle-class  society  of  the  day,  with  many  curious 
traits  of  language  and  manners.     It  was  published  in  1666. 

Of  very  different  importance  is  the  Countess  dc  la  Fayette,  whc 
has  the  credit,  and  justly,  of  substituting  for  mere  Haduusde 
romances  of  adventure  on  the  one  hand,  and  for  la  Pwotto. 
stilted  heroic  work  on  the  other,  fiction  in  which  the  display  of 
character  is  held  of  chief  account.  In  the  school,  indeed,  of  which 
Scairon  set  the  example  in  France,  especially  in  Gil  Bias,  its 
masterpiece,  the  most  accurate  knowledge  and  drawing  of  human 
motives  and  actions  is  to  be  found.  But  it  is  knowledge  and 
drawing  of  human  motives  and  actions  in  the  gross  rather  than  in 
particular.  Gil  Bias,  and  even  Tom  Jones,  are  types  rather  than 
'  Ed.  Jannet.     i  vols.     PaiU.  iS;S. 
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individuals,  though  the  genius  of  their  creators  hides  the  fact.  It 
is,  perhaps,  an  arguable  point  of  literary  criticism,  whether  the 
persevering  analysis  of  individual,  and  more  or  less  unusual, 
character  docs  not  lead  novelists  away  from  the  best  path — as  it 
certainly  leads  in  the  long  run  to  monstrosities  of  the  modem 
French  and  English  '  realist'  type.  But  this  is  a  detail  of  criticism 
into  which  there  is  no  need  to  enter  here.  It  is  sufficient  that  the 
style  has  produced  some  of  the  most  admirable,  and  much  of  the 
most  characteristic,  work  of  the  century,  and  that  Madame  de  la 
Fayette  is  on  the  whole  entitled  to  the  credit  of  being  its  originalor. 
Her  pen  was  taken  iip  in  the  next  century  by  the  Abbd  Prevost 
and  by  Richardson,  and  from  these  three  the  novel,  as  opposed  to 
the  romance,  may  be  said  to  descend.  The  maiden  name  of 
Madame  de  la  Fayette '  was  Marie  Madeleine  Pioche  de  la  Vergne, 
and  she  was  bom  at  Paris  in  1634.  Her  father  was  governor  of 
Havre.  She  was  carefully  brought  up  under  Manage  and  Rapin, 
among  others,  and  was  one  of  the  most  brilliant  of  the  pr/cieuses 
of  the  Hdtel  Rambouillet.  In  1655  she  married  the  Count  de  la 
Fayette,  who  figures  little  in  her  history.  Later  she  contracted 
a  kind  of  Platonic  friendship  with  La  Rochefoucauld,  who  was 
then  in  the  decline  of  life,  tormented  with  gout,  and  consoling 
himself  for  the  departure  of  the  days  when  he  was  one  of  the 
most  important  men  in  France  by  the  composition  of  his  undying 
Maxims.  She  survived  him  thirteen  years,  and  died  herself  in 
1693.  During  the  whole  of  her  life  she  was  on  the  most  intimate 
terms  with  Madame  de  Sdvign^,  as  well  as  with  many  of  the 
foremost  men  of  letters  of  the  time.  In  particular  there  are  extant 
a  large  number  of  letters  between  her  and  Huet,  bishop  of 
Avranches,  one  of  the  most  learned,  amiable,  and  upright  prelates 
of  the  age.  Her  first  attempt  at  novel-writing  was  .La  Princesse 
de.  Montpmsier.  This  was  followed  by  Zaide,  published  in  i6jo, 
a  book  of  considerable  excellence;  and  this  in  its  turn  by  La 
Princesse  de  Clhvs,  published  in  1677,  which  is  one  of  the  classics 
of  French  literature.  The  book  is  but  a  small  one,  not  amounting 
in  size  to  a  single  volume  of  a  modern  English  novel,  and  this 
must  of  itself  have  been  no  small  novelty  and  relief  after  the 
'  Ed.  Gamier.    Paris,  186*. 
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portentous  bulk  of  the  Scud^ry  romances.  Its  scene  is  laid  at  the 
court  of  Henri  II.,  and  there  is  a  cert^n  historical  basis ;  but  the 
principal  personages  are  drawn  from  the  author's  own  experience, 
herself  being  the  heroine,  her  husband  the  Prince  of  Clfeves,  and 
Rochefoucauld  the  Duke  de  Nemours,  while  other  characters  are 
identified  with  Louis  XIV.  and  his  courtiers  by  industrious  com- 
pilers of  '  keys.'  If,  however,  the  interest  of  the  book  had  been 
Umited  to  this  it  would  now-a-days  have  lost  all  its  attraction, 
or  have  retained  so  much  at  most  as  is  due  to  simple  curiosity. 
But  it  has  far  higher  merits,  and  what  may  be  called  its  court 
apparatus,  and  the  multitude  of  small  details  about  court  business, 
are  rather  drawbacks  tO  it  now.  Such  charm  as  it  has  is  derived 
from  the  strict  verisimilitude  of  the  character  drawing,  and  the 
fidelity  with  which  the  emotions  are  represented.  This  interest 
may,  indeed,  appear  thin  to  a  modern  reader  fresh  from  the  works 
of  those  who  have  profited  by  two  centuries  of  progress  in  the 
way  which  Madame  de  la  Fayette  opened.  But  when  it  is  re- 
membered that  her  book  appeared  thirty  years  before  Gii  Bias, 
forly  before  the  masterpieces  of  Defoe,  and  more  than  half  a 
century  before  the  English  novel  properly  so  called  made  its  first 
appearance,  her  right  to  the  place  she  occupied  will  hardly  be 
contested '. 

Tlie  precise  origin  of  the  fancy  for  writing  fairy  stories,  which 
took  possession  of  polite  society  in  France  at  the  end  of  the 
seventeenth  century,  has  been  the  subject  of  much  discussion,  and 
cannot  be  said  to  have  been  finally  settled.  Probably  the  fables 
of  La  Fontaine,  which  are  very  closely  allied  to  the  style,  may 
have  given  the  required  impulse.  As  soon  as  an  example  was  set 
this  style  was  seen  to  lend  itself  very  well  to  the  stilt  surviving 
fancy  for  coterie  compositions,  and  the  total  amount  of  work  of 
the  kind  produced  in  the  last  years  of  the  seventeenth  and  the 
first  of  the  eighteenth  century  must  be  enormous.  Much  of  ii 
has  not  yet  been  printed,  and  the  names  of  but  few  of  the  authors 
are  generally  known,  or  perhaps  worth  knowing*.     Three,  how- 

'  Madame  de  la  Fayette  also  wrote  La  Cemlisse  de  Temii.  and  interesting 
s  of  Henrietta  of  England.  Zoide  was  publislied  uudei  the  name  of 
'10  great  merit,  tliough  a  pleasant  poeL 
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ever,  emerge  from  the  mass  and  deserve  attention  —  Anthony 
Hamilton,  Madame  d'Aulnoy,  and  above  all,  Charles  Perrault,  the 
master  beyond  all  comparison  of  the  style. 

Marie  Catherine,  Comtesse  d'Aulnoy,  was  bom  about  the  middle 
of  the  seventeenth  century,  and  died  in  1720.  It  is  sufficient  to 
say  that  among  her  works  are  the  '  Yellow  Dwarf  and  the  '  White 
Cat,'  stories  which  no  doubt  she  did  not  invent,  but  to  which  she 
has  given  their  permanent  and  well-known  form.  She  wrote  much 
else,  memoirs  and  novels  which  were  bad  imitations  of  the  style 
of  Madame  dc  la  Fayette,  but  her  fairy  tales  alone 
are  of  value.  Anthony  Hamilton  was  one  of  the  rare 
authors  who  acquire  a  durable  reputation  by  writing  in  a  language 
which  is  not  their  native  tongue.  He  was  born  in  Ireland  in  1646, 
and  followed  the  fortunes  of  the  exiled  royal  Kunily.  He  returned 
with  Charles  II.,  but  adhering  to  Catholicism,  was  excluded  from 
preferment  in  England  until  James  II.'s  reign,  and  he  passed  most 
of  his  time  before  the  Revolution,  and  all  of  it  afterwards,  in  France. 
Hamilton  produced  (besides  many  fugitive  poems  and  minor 
pieces)  two  books  of  great  note  in  French,  the  M^moires  de 
Grammottt,  his  brother-in-law,  which  perhaps  is  the  standard  book 
for  the  manners  of  the  court  of  Charles  II.,  and  a  collecdon  of  fairy 
tales,  less  simple  than  those  of  Perrault  and  Madame  d'Aulnoy 
and  more  subordinated  to  a  sarcastic  intention,  but  full  of  wit  and 
written  in  French,  which  is  only  more  piquant  for  its  very  slight 
touch  of  a  foreign  element.  Many  phrases  of  Hamilton's  tales 
have  passed  into  ordinary  quotation,  notably  '  B^lier,  men  ami,  tu 
me  ferais  plaisir  si  tu  voulais  commencer  par  le  commencement.' 

The  master  of  the  style  was,  however,  as  has  been  said,  Charles 

Perrault,  whose  literary  history  was  peculiar.    He  was  born  at 

_  ■      „      Paris  in  1628,  being  the  son  of  Pierre  Perrault,  a 
Perrault. 

lawyer,  who  had  three  other  sons,  alt  of  them  of  some 

distinction,  and  one  of  them,  Claude  Perrault,  famous  in  the  oddly 

conjoined  professions  of  medicine  and  architecture.     Charles  was 

well  educated  at  the  College  de  Beauvais,  and  at  first  studied  law, 

but  his  father  soon  afterwards  bought  a  place  of  value  in  the 

financial  department,  and  Charles  was  appointed  clerk  in  1662. 

He  received  a  curious  and   rather  nondescript   preferment  (as 
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seCTfUTy  to  Colbert  for  all  msUters  dependent  on  literature  and  arts), 
which,  among  other  things,  enabled  him  to  further  his  brother's 
arcliitectural  career.  In  1671  he  was,  under  the  patronage  of 
Colbert,  elected  of  the  Academy,  into  the  affairs  and  proceedings 
of  which  he  imported  order  almost  for  the  first  time.  He  had 
done  and  for  some  time  did  little  in  literature,  being  occupied  by 
the  duties  which,  under  Colbert,  he  had  as  controller  of  public 
works.  But  after  a  few  essays  in  poetry,  partly  burlesque  and 
partly  serious,  noubly  a  S&ck  dt  Louit  XIV.,  he  embarked  on  the 
rather  unlucky  work  which  gave  biro  his  chief  reputation  among 
his  own  contemporaries,  the  ParalUle  des  Ana'ens  et  dts  Modemes, 
in  which  he  took  the  part  of  the  modems.  The  dispute  which  fol- 
lowed, due  principaUy  to  the  overbearing  rudeness  of  Boileau,  has 
had  something  more  than  Its  proper  place  in  literary  history,  and 
there  is  no  need  to  give  an  account  of  iL  It  is  enough  to  say  that 
while  Boileau  as  far  as  his  knowledge  went  (and  that  was  not  far, 
for  he  knew  nothing  of  English,  not  very  much  of  Greek,  and  it 
would  seem  little  of  Italian  or  Spanish)  had  the  better  case,  Ferrault, 
assisted  by  his  brother,  made  a  good  deal  the  best  use  of  his 
weapons,  Boileau's  unlucky  '  Ode  on  Namur '  giving  his  enemies 
a  great  hold  on  him.  After  six  years'  fighting,  however,  the 
enemies  made  peace,  and,  indeed,  it  does  not  seem  that  Perrault 
at  any  time  bore  malice.  He  produced,  besides  some  memoirs 
and  the  charming  trifles  to  be  presently  spoken  of,  a  good  many 
miscellanies  in  prose  and  verse  of  no  particular  value,  and  died  in 
1703- 

His  first  tale,  Griselidis  (in  verse,  and  by  no  means  his  best), 
appeared  in  ifigt,  Peau  d'Ane  and  /«  SouhaiU  RidiatUs  in  1694, 
La  Bdlt  au  Bois  Dormant  in  1696,  and  the  rest  in  1697.  These 
are  Le  PtlH  Chaperon  Rouge,  La  Barbe  Blew,  Le  MaUre  Chat 
eu  It  Chat  Bott/,  Les  F/et,  CendrtUon,  Riquei  h  la  Houppt,  and 
Le  Petit  Poucet,  It  is  needless  to  say  that  Perrault  did  not  invent 
the  subjects  of  them.  What  he  contributed  was  an  admirable 
and  peculiar  narrative  style,  dae,  as  seems  very  probable,  in  great 
part  to  the  example  of  La  Fontaine,  but  distinguished  tberefirom 
by  dl  the  difference  of  verse  and  prose.  The  characteristics  of 
'EtLLeftrre.    Parii,  1875.     Ed.  Lang.  Oxford,  18SS. 
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this  style  are  an  extreme  simplicity  which  does  not  degenerate  into 
{merility,  great  directness,  and  at  the  same  time  vividness  in  telling 
the  story,  and  a  remarkable  undercurrent  of  wit  which  is  never 
obtrusive,  as  is  sometimes  the  case  in  the  verse  tales.  Ferrault's 
stories  deserve  their  immense  popularity,  and  they  found  innu- 
merable imitators  chiefly  among  persons  of  quality,  who,  as 
M.  Honor^  Bonhomme,  the  best  authority  on  the  obscurer  fairy- 
tale writers,  observes,  probably  found  an  attraction  in  the  style 
because  of  the  way  in  which  it  lent  itself  to  cover  personal  satire. 
This,  however,  is  something  of  an  abuse,  and  little  or  nothing  of  it 
is  discernible  in  Perrautt's  own  work,  though  later,  and  especially 
in  the  eighteenth  century,  it  was  frequendy  if  not  invariably 
present 


Note  to  the  last  Three  Chapters. 

Although  the  list  of  names  mentioned  here  under  the  respective 
heads  of  poets,  dramatists,  and  novelists  is  considerable,  it  is  very 
far  indeed  from  being  eshaustive.  It^nay,  indeed,  be  said  gene- 
rally that  it  is  only  possible  in  this  history,  especially  as  we  leave 
the  invention  of  printing  farther  and  farther  behind,  to  mention 
those  names  which  have  left  something  like  a  memory  behind  them. 
The  dramas  and  novels  of  the  seventeenth  century  are  extremely 
numerous,  and  have  been  but  veiy  partially  explored.  In  regard 
to  the  poems  there  is  an  additional  difficulty.  It  was  a  fashion  of 
the  time  to  collect  such  things  in  r<r««Zr~  miscellaneous  collections 
— in  which  the  work  of  very  large  numbers  of  writers,  who  never 
published  their  poems  separately  or  obtained  after  their  own  day 
any  recognition  as  poets,  is  buried.  Specimens,  published  here 
and  there  by  the  laborious  editors  of  the  greater  classics  in  illustra- 
tion of  these  latter,  show  that  with  leisure,  opportunity,  and  critical 
discernment,  this  little-worked  vein  might  be  followed  up  not  without 
advantt^e.  But  for  such  a  purpose,  as  for  the  similar  exploration 
of  many  other  out-of-the-way  comers  of  this  vast  literature,  condi- 
tions ue  needed  which  are  eminently  '  the  gift  of  fortune.'  These 
remarks  apply  more  or  less  to  all  the  fdlowing  chapters  and  books 
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of  this  history.  But  they  may  find  an  appropriate  place  here,  not 
naerely  because  it  is  from  this  period  onwarda  that  they  are  most 
applicable,  but  because  this  special  department  of  French  literary 
history — the  earlier  seventeenth  century — contains,  perhaps,  the 
greatest  proportion  of  this  wreckage  of  time  as  yet  unrummaged 
and  unsorted  by  posterity. 
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CHAPTER   IV. 


HtSTORIAKS,   MEMOIR -WRITERS,  LITTER -WRITERS. 

Although  Ihe  seventeenth  century  did  not  witness  the  accept- 
ance in  France  of  what  may  be  called  a  philosophical  conception 
of  history,  and  though  few  or  none  of  the  regular  histories  of  the 
time  (with  the  exception  of  that  of  M^zeray)  hold  high  rank  as  lite- 
rature, no  period  was  more  fruitful  in  memoirs,  letters,  and  separate 
historical  sketches  of  the  first  merit.  The  names  of  Madame 
de  S^vign^,  of  the  Cardinal  de  Retz,  of  La  Rochefoucauld,  and  at 
the  extreme  end  of  the  period  of  Saint  Simon,  rank  amonf;  those  of 
the  most  original  writers  of  France,  while  the  historical  essay  has 
rarely  assumed  a  more  thoroughly  literary  form  than  in  the  short 
sketches  of  Retz,  Sarrasin,  and  others.  The  subject  of  the  present 
chapter  may,  therefore,  be  divided  into  four  parts,  the  historians 
properly  bo  called  (the  least  interesting  of  the  four),  the  iiistorical 
essayists,  the  memoir- writers,  and  the  letter-writers,  with  an 
appendix  of  erudite  cultivators  of  historical  science  and  of  mis- 
cellaneous authors  of  historical  gossip  and  Other  matters. 

'It  is  said  not  unfrequently  that  the  only  historical  work  of  this 
particular  period,  combining  magnitude  of  subject  with  elevation 
and  originality  of  thought  and  literary  excellence  of  expression,  is 
Bossuet's  discourse  on  universal  history.  There  is  not  a  little  truth 
in  the  saying.     Still  th«re  are  a  few  authors  whose  work  deserves 

'  The  foUnwing  paragraph  contains,  except  as  far  as  Mczeiay  is  coneerncd, 
chiefly  sei;oin1  hand  information.  I  have  never  yet  been  able  to  devote  the 
lime  necessary  to  enable  me  to  speaii  at  lirsl  hand  of  these  books,  wbidi  are 
very  bnlliy,  not  as  a  (ulc  inteccstiiie  or  imponant  in  manner,  and  for  the  most 
pail  long  obsolete  in  maUer. 
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mention.  The  great  history  of  De  Thou  was  writien  in  Latin. 
But  ihe  century  produced  in  M^zeray's  History  of  a^iiena 
France  the  first  attempt  of  merit  on  the  subject  HUtoilui*. 
Francois  Eudes  de  M^zeray  was  the  son  of  a  surgeon,  MlSEeray. 
who  seems  to  have  been  of  some  means  and  position.  M^zeray 
was  educated  at  Caen  (be  was  born  in  i6io),  and  he  early  betook 
himseH'  to  historical  studies.  After  beginning  by  supervising  a 
translated  history  of  the  Turks,  he  set  to  work  on  his  masterpiece, 
the  History  of  Franet,  which  appeared  in  three  huge  and  splendid 
folios  in  1643,  1646,  and  i65r.  He  was  accused  of  treating  his 
predecessors  with  too  great  contempt ;  but  this  was  more  than 
justified  by  the  superiority,  not  merely  in  style  but  in  historical  con- 
ception and  attention  to  documentary  evidence,  which  he  showed. 
M^zeray  had  been  protected  and  pensioned  by  Richelien,  but 
under  Mazarin  he  became  a  violent  pamphleteer  and  author  of 
Mazarinades,  Later,  when  Louis  XIV,  was  settled  on  the  throne, 
he  published  an  abridgment  of  his  own  history,  in  which  uie  keen 
scent  of  Colbert  discovered  uncourlly  strictures  on  the  fiscal  abuses 
of  the  kingdom.  M^zeray  refused  to  alter  them,  and  was  mulcted 
accordingly  of  part  of  his  pension.  He  died  in  1683,  having 
earned  the  title  of  the  first  historian,  worthy  of  the  name,  of  FraMce. 
With  due  allowance  for  his  period,  he  may  challenge  comparison 
with  almost  any  of  his  successors,  though  his  style,  excellent  at  its 
tjest,  is  somewhat  unequal.  P^r^fixe  (who  may  have  been  assisted 
by  M^zeray)  is  responsible  for  a  history  of  Henri  IV. ;  Maimbourg 
for  a  history  of  the  League  which  has  some  interest  for  English- 
men because  Dryden  translated  it.  The  same  great  English  writer 
projected  but  did  not  accomplish  a  translation  from  a  much  more 
worthless  historian,  Varillas,  who  is  notorious  among  his  class  for 
indifference  to  accuracy.  It  is  indeed  curious  that  this  century, 
side  by  side  with  the  most  laborious  investigators  ever  known,  pro- 
duced a  school  of  historians  who,  with  some  merits  of  style,  were 
almost  deliberately  unfaithful  to  fact.  If  the  well-known  saying 
('  Mon  si^ge  est  fait ')  attributed  to  the  Abb^  Vertot  is  not 
apocryphal ',  he  must  be  ranked  in  the  less  respectable  class.     But 

'  The  legeod.  familiar  probablj  to  most  readers,  is  that  Vertot  required 
documents  for  bis  account  of  a  certain  mililary  QpL-ratioQ.     Tired  with  waiting 


3o6  The  Seventeenth  Century,  [Bk.  iri, 

his  wdl-tcnown  histories,  the  chief  of  which  is  devoted  to  the  Knights 
of  Malta,  were  not  wholly  constructed  on  this  principle.  Pellisson 
wrote  a  history  of  the  Academy,  of  which  he  was  secretary,  and  one 
of  the  living  Louis  XIV.,  which,  as  might  be  expected,  is  litUe  more 
than  an  ingenious  panegyric.  The  Pfere  Daniel  wrote  a  history  of 
France,  the  P&re  d'Orl&ns  one  of  the  English  revolutions ;  while 
Rapin  de  Thoyras,  a  Huguenot  and  a  refugee,  had  the  glOry  of 
composing  in  a  foreign  language  the  first  book  deserving  the  title 
of  a  History  of  England.  Superior  to  all  these  writers,  except  to 
M^zeray,  are  the  ecclesiastical  historians  Fleury  and  Tillemont. 
Flenry  was  a  good  writer,  very  learned  and  exceedingly  fair. 
Tillemont,  with  less  pretentions  to  style,  is  second  to  no  writer  of 
history  in  learning,  industry,  accuracy,  and  judgment 

The  historical  essay,  like  much  else  of  value  at  the  time,  was  in 
great  part  due  to  the  mania  for  eoferies.  In  these  select  societies 
literature  was  the  favourite  occupation,  and  ingenuity 
was  ransacked  to  discover  formS  of  composition  admit- 
ting of  treatment  in  brief  space  and  of  the  display  of 
literary  skill.  The  personal '  portrait,'  or  elaborate  prose  character, 
was  of  this  kind,  but  the  ambition  of  the  competitors  soared  higher 
than  mere  character-drawing.  They  sought  for  some  striking 
event,  if  possible  contemporary,  which  ofifered,  within  moderate 
compass,  dramatic  unity  and  scope  for  something  like  dramatic 
treatment  Sometimes,  as  in  the  Relalioft  du  Passage  du  Rhin,  by 
the  Count  de  Guiche,  personal  experiences  formed  the  basis,  but 
more  frequently  passages  in  the  recent  history  of  other  nations 
were  chosen.  Of  this  kind  was  the  Coitspiraltott  de  Wablem  of 
Sarrasin,  which,  though  incomplete,  is  admirable  in  style.  Better 
still  b  the  Confuralion  de  Fiesque  of  the  Cardinal  de  Relz,  Ws 
first  work,  and  one  written  when  he  was  but  seventeen.  Not  a 
few  of  the  scattered  writings  of  Saint -Evremond  may  be  classed 
under  this  head,  notably  the  Letter  to  Cr^qui  on  the  Peace  of 
the  Pyrenees,  which  was  the  cause  of  hia  exile,  though  this  was 
rather  political  than  historical.  Towards  the  end  of  the  century, 
the  Abb6  Vertot  preluded  his  larger  histories  by  a  short  tract  on 
D  head,  and  when  the; 


ch.  IV.]    Historians,  Memoir -Writers,  Letter-  Writers,    307 

the  revolutions  of  Portugal,  and  another  on  those  of  Sweden,  which 
had  both  merit  and  success.  It  wilt  be  observed  that  conspiracies, 
revolutions,  and  such-like  events  formed  the  staple  subjects  of  these 
coinpositi<}n3.  Of  this  class  was  the  masterpiece  of  the  style — the 
only  one  perhaps  which  as  a  type  at  least  merits  something  more 
than  a  mere  mention — the  ConjuraHon  des  Espagnoh  conlre  Vmise^  of 
Saint-S^l,  a  piece  famous  in  French,  literature  as  a  capital  example 
of  historical  narration  on  the  small  scale,  and  not  unimportant  to 
English  literature  as  the  basis  of  Otway's  principal  tragedy,  C^sar 
Vichard,  Abb^  de  Saint-R^al,  was  bom  at  Chamb^ry 
m  1031,  and  died  at  the  same  place  m  1692.  He 
was  sent  early  to  Paris,  betook  himself  to  historical  studies,  and 
published  various  works,  including  certain  discourses  on  history,  a 
piece  on  Don  Carlos,  and  the  Conjuration  des  EspagnolsiXxM,  which 
appeared  in  i6}3.  Shortly  afterwards  he  visited  London,  and  ivas 
for  a  time  a  member  of  the  coterie  of  Saint-Evremond  and  Hortense 
Mancini.  He  returned  to  Paris  and  thence,  in  1679,  to  his  native 
town,  where  the  Duke  of  Savoy  made  him  his  historiographer  and 
a  member  of  the  Academy  of  Turin,  Not  long  before  his  death  he 
was  employed  in  political  work,  Saint-Real's  chief  characteristics  as 
a  historian  are  the  preference  before  everything  else  of  a  dramatic 
conception  and  treatment,  and  the  employment  of  a  singularly 
vivid  and  idiomatic  style,  simple  in  its  vocabulary  and  phrase  and 
yet  in  the  highest  degree  picturesque.  He  has  been  accused  of 
following  his  master,  Varillas,  in  want  of  strict  accuracy,  but  in 
truth  strict  accuracy  was  not  aimed  at  by  any  of  these  essayists. 
Their  object  was  to  produce  a  creditable  literary  composition,  to 
set  forth  their  subject  strikingly  and  dramatically,  and  to  point 
a  moral  of  some  kind.  In  all  three  respects  their  success  was  not 
contemptible. 

The  memoir-writers  proper,  who  confine  themselves  to  what 
they   in   their  own   persons   have   done,   heard,  or     Uomolr- 
thought,  are,  as  has  been  said,  of  far  more  importance,      writwa. 
Their  number  is  very  great,  and  investigations  into  the  vast  record 
treasures  which,  after  revolutionary  devastation,  France  stitl  pos- 

'  This,  with  some  other  ot  the  pieces  here  menliooed.  will  be  foupd  ia  two 
Tolumes  of  the  Cfikctiim  Dtdet,  entitled  Petiti  Citft-<t<tavrt  Histtriqutt. 
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Besses,  is  yearly  increasing  the  knowledge  of  thero.  Only  a  brief 
account  can  here  be  attempted  of  most  of  them ;  and  where  the 
historical  importance  of  the  writer  exceeds  or  equals  his  im- 
portance as  a  literary  figure,  biographical  details  will  be  but 
sparingly  given,  as  they  are  easily  and  more  suitably  to  be  found 
elsewhere.  The  earliest  writer  who  properly  comes  within  our 
century  (the  order  of  the  collection  of  Michaud  and  PoujouJat  is 
followed  for  convenience  sake)  is  Fran9ois  Duval,  Marquis  de 
Fontenay- Mareuil.  Fontenay  was  a  soldier,  a  courtier,  and 
a  diplomatist,  in  which  last  character  he  visited  England.  He 
has  left  us  connected  memoirs  from  1609  to  1634,  and  some 
short  accounts  of  later  transactions,  such  as  the  siege  of  La 
Eochelle,  and  his  own  mission  to  Rome.  Fontenay  is  a  simple 
and  straightforward  writer,  full  of  good  sense,  and  not  destitute 
of  narrative  power.  To  Paul  Phdiypeaux  de  Pontchartrain 
{1566-1621)  we  owe  a  somewhat  jejune  but  careful  and  apparently 
faithful  account  of  the  minority  of  Louis  XIII.  A  short  and 
striking  relation  of  the  down^l  of  Concini  is  supposed  to  be  the 
work  of  Michel  de  Marillac,  keeper  of  the  seals  (1573-1632), 
afterwards  one  of  the  victims  of  Richelieu.  Henri  de  Rohan 
'  ('S79~^^3^)  'S  very  far  superior  to  the  writers  just 
named.  Of  the  greatest  house,  save  one  or  two,  in 
France,  he  travelled  much,  distinguished  himself  in  battle,  both  in 
foreign  and  civil  war ;  was  once  condemned  to  death,  made  head 
for  a  time  against  all  the  strength  of  Richelieu ;  was  near  pur- 
chasing the  principality  of  Cyprus  from  the  Venetians,  and 
establishing  himself  in  the  east;  was  recalled,  commanded  the 
French  forces  with  brilliant  success  in  the  Valleltine,  and  met  his 
de^h  under  Bernhard  of  Saxe-Weimar  at  Rheinfeld.  Besides  his 
memoirs  he  wrote  a  book  called  the  Par/ail  Capitaint,  and  some 
Others.  The  memoirs  extend  from  the  death  of  Henri  IV.  to  the 
year  i6z(),  and  have  all  the  vigour  and  brilliancy  of  the  best 
sixteenth-centuiy  'work  of  the  kind.  A  further  account  of  the 
Valtelline  campaign  is  also  most  probably  Rohan's,  though  it  is 
not  written  in  the  first  person,  and  has  been  attributed  to  others. 
Of  still  greater  personal  interest  are  the  memoirs  of  Francis, 
Mar^chal  de  Baesompierre,  another  of  the  adversaries  of  Richelieu, 
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who,  less  fortunate  than  Rohan,  languished  twelve  years  in 
the  Bastille.  Few  persons  played  a  more  active  part  B»iuom'. 
in  the  first  years  of  the  reign  of  Louis  XIII.  than  pierre. 
Bassompierre,  and  no  one  has  left  a  livelier  description,  not  merely 
of  his  own  personal  fortunes,  but  of  the  personality  of  his  con- 
temporaries, the  habits  and  customs  of  the  time,  the  wars,  the 
loves,  the  intrigues  of  himself  bis  friends  and  his  enemies.  He 
has  not  the  credit  of  being  very  accurate,  but  he  is  infinitely 
amusing.  His  memoirs  were  written  during  his  sojourn  in  the 
Bastille.  This  was  terminated  by  the  death  of  Richelieu,  but 
Bassompierre  followed  his  enemy  before  very  long  la  consequence 
of  an  attack  of  apoplexy. 

In  singular  contrast  to  Bassompierre's  work-are  the  memoirs  of 
another  chronicler  of  the  same  time,  Franfois  Annibal,  Mar^chal 
d'Estr^es,  brother  of  the  mistress  of  Hemi  IV,  lyEstrfes  ex- 
cludes all  gossip,  confines  himself  strictly  to  matters  of  public 
business,  and  recounts  them  apparently  with  scrupulous  accuracy, 
and  in  a  plain  but  clear  and  sufficient  sQ'le.  Among  the  most 
curious  and  not  the  least  interesting  of  the  works  of  this  class  are 
the  memoirs  of  Pontis — one  of  the  famous  soUtaries  of  Port 
Royal  in  his  old  age.  Pontis  died  at  the  age  of  eighty-seven, 
and  had  been  for  fifty-six  years  in  the  army.  His  memoirs,  which 
are  strictly  confined  to  his  personal  experiences,  obuined  the 
approbation  of  two  such  undeniably  competent  judges  as  Cond^ 
and  Madame  de  S^vign^,  and  are  by  no  means  unworthy  of  the 
honour.  The  actual  composition  of  the  memoirs  is  said  to  be  the 
work  of  Thomas  du  Foss^.  The  memoirs  called  Richelieu's  are 
different  from  all  these,  and,  notwithstanding  their  great  extent 
and  the  illustrious  name  they  bear,  of  very  inferior  interest,  at  least 
from  the  literary  point  of  view.  Richelieu's  talents,  it  is  sufficiently 
notorious,  were  not  literary;  and  even  if  they  had  been,  but  httlc 
of  these  memoirs  comes  from  his  own  hand.  They  are  the  work 
of  secretaries,  confidants,  and  under-strappers  of  all  sorts,  writing  at 
most  from  the  cardinal's  dictation,  and  probably  in  many  cases 
merely  constructing  precis  of  documents.  There  is,  therefore,  no 
need  to  dwell  on  them. 

In  the  memoirs  of  Aroauld  d'Andilly  and  of  bis  son,  the  Abb^ 
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Arnauld,  the  personal  interest  and  the  abundance  of  anecdote  ai)d 
character-drawing  which  characterise  the  memoir  work  of  the  time 
reappear;  the  ktter  are,  indeed,  particularly  full  of  them.  Those 
of  the  father  are  chiefly  interesting,  as  exhibiting  the  curious 
mixture  of  worldly  and  spiritual  motives  which  played  so  targe  a 
part  in  the  history  of  the  time.  For  Arnauld,  who  was  the  fervent 
friend  and  disciple  of  S^nt-Cyran,  the  practical  founder  of  Jan- 
senism in  France)  was  also  an  assiduous  courtier  of  Gaston 
d'Orl^ans,  and  not  too  well  satisfied  with  the  results  of  his  courtier- 
ship.  There  are  memoirs  attributed  to  Gaston  himself,  but  they 
are  almost  certainly  the  work  of  another  hand;  their  historical 
value  is  not  inconsiderable,  but  they  have  little  literary  interest. 
Those  of  Marie,  Duchess  de  Nemoturs,  and  daughter  of  the  Duke 
de  Longueville,  are  short,  but  among  the  most  interesting  of  all 
those  dealing  with  the  Fronde,  from  the  vividness  and  decision  of 
their  personal  trails. 

More  important  still  among  the  memoirs  of  this  time  are  those 
Uadame  d«  of  Fran^oise  Bertaut,  Madame  de  Motteville,  a 
HottevlUe.  member  of  the  family  of  the  poet  Bertaut.  She  was 
introduced  by  her  mother,  when  very  young,  to  Anne  of  Austria, 
and  soon  became  her  most  intimate  confidante.  The  jealousy 
of  Richelien  banished  her  for  a  time  from  the  court,  and  she 
married  M.  de  Motteville,  a  man  of  wealth  and  position  in  the 
civil  service  of  the  province  of  Normandy.  Shortly  before  Riche- 
lieu's death  she  lost  her  husband;  and  as  soon  as  Anne  of 
Austria  succeeded  to  the  regency  she  was  recalled  to  court,  and 
spent  her  time  there  during  the  queen's  life.  She  survived  he^ 
mistress  many  years,  and  was  a  member  of  the  society  of  Madame 
de  S^vignd  She  died  in  i68(|.  Her  memoirs,  which  were  not 
published  till  many  years  after  her  death,  contain  many  curious 
revelations  of  the  court  history  of  the  time,  for  she  was  not  only 
intimate  with  Anne  of  Austria,  but  also  with  the  unfortunate 
Henrietta  Maria  of  England,  and  with  La  Grande  Mademoiselle. 
With  the  latter  she  interchanged  some  curious  apd  characteristic 
letters  on  a  fantastic  project  of  Mademoiselle's  for  founding  a  new 
abbey  of  Thelema.  The  general  style  of  her  memoirs  is  sober 
and  intelligent,  but  it  b  injured  by  the  abundance  of  moral  re- 
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flections,  in  matter  according  to  the  taste,  but  in  manner  lacking 
much  of  the  piquancy,  of  the  time.  These  memoirs  are  somewhat 
voluminous,  and  extend  to  the  death  of  Anne  of  Austria.  Madame 
de  Motteville,  notwithstanding  her  affection  for  her  mistress,  is  one 
of  the  best  authorities  for  the  period  of  the  Fronde,  because,  unlike 
Retz  and  La  Rochefoucauld,  she  was  only  secondarily  interested 
in  the  events  she  relates.  Some  curious  details  of  the  later  Fronde 
are  found  in  the  short  memoirs  of  P^re  Berthod,  of  whom  nothing 
is  known.  Of  the  Comte  de  firienne,  who  was  a  favourite  and 
minister  of  Anne  of  Austria,  and  whose  book  contains  much 
information  on  foreign,  and  especially  English  affairs  j  of  Mon- 
tr^or  and  FontralUes,  both  followers  of  Gaston  of  Orleans,  and 
the  latter  the  author  of  a  relation  of  the  Cinq  Mars  conspiracy, 
short,  but  minute  and  striking;  of  La  ChStre,  an  industrious 
courtier  and  intriguer,  and  a  vivid  and  picturesque  writer,  whose 
work,  as  will  presently  be  mentioned,  became  entangled  in  a 
strange  fashion  with  that  of  La  Rochefoucauld;  of  the  great 
Turenne,  a  worthy  follower  of  Monthic  and  Rohan  in  the  art  of 
military  writing,  little  more  than  mention  can  be  made.  There 
are  some  military  memoirs  of  interest,  whicb  go  under  the  name 
of  the  Duke  of  York  (James  II). 

The  works  and  personages  of  some  other  writers  demand  a  fuller 
notice.  Paul  de  Gondi',  Cardinal  de  Retz,  who  occupies  cwdinal  de 
with  Saint-Simon,  and  perhaps  La  Rochefoucauld,  the  Bets, 
first  place  among  French  memoir-writers  of  the  seventeenth  century, 
was  born  in  1614,  and  died  in  1679.  He  was  a  younger  son  of  an 
ancient  and  noble  house,  uniting  French  and  Italian  honours,  and 
was  early  destined  for  the  church,  for  which  probdaly  no  church- 
man ever  had  less  vocation.  He  intrigued  in  society  and  poUtics, 
was  a  practised  duellist,  and  though  he  was  not  more  than  seven- 
or  eight-and-twenty  at  Richelieu's  death,  had  already  caballed 
against  him.  His  appointment  by  Louis  XIIL,  almost  on  his 
.deathbed,  to  the  coadjutorship  (involving  the  reversion)  of  the 
archbishopric  of.  Paris,  which  was  then  held  by  his  uncle,  a 
very  old  man  of  no  personal  capacity  or  influence,  put  into 
his  hands  a  formidable  political  weapon,  and  he  was  not  long 
>  £d.  teillel,  Cuuiiiault  and  Chantelauze.    Paris. 
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in  making  use  of  it  He  was  more  than  any  other  man  the 
instigator  of  the  Fronde,  that  singular  alliance  of  the  privileged 
bourgeoisie  of  the  great  towns  with  the  still  more  privileged 
nobility  against  the  royal  authority  as  exercised  through  minis- 
ters. The  history  of  this  confused  and  lurbulent  period  is  in 
great  part  the  biography  of  Retz.  It  is  not  easy  to  see  that  he 
had  any  definite  political  views  except  the  jealousy  of  Mazarin, 
which  he  shared  with  almost  all  his  order,  an  inveterate  habit  of 
insubordination,  and  a  still  more  inveterate  habit  of  conspiracy. 
The  Fronde  was  and  could  have  been  but  a  failure,  and  Retz  was 
a  failure  with  it.  He  was  for  some  time  in  exile,  but  at  last 
reconciled  himself  to  the  inevitable,  and  even  enjoyed  some  public 
employments  under  Louis  XIV.  His  principal  occupation,  how- 
ever, was  the  payment  of  his  enormous  debts,  which  he  effected 
with  an  honesty  not  common  at  the  time  among  his  class  by 
rigorously  reducing  his  expenditure,  selling  and  mortgaging  his 
numerous  benefices,  and,  as  Madame  de  S^vign^  put  it,  'hving 
for  his  creditors.'  He  is  said  thus  to  have  paid  off  four  millions 
of  francs,  a  vast  sum  for  the  time.  Meanwhile  he  was  writing  the 
Memoirs  which,  like  the  Maxims  of  his  rival  and  half-enemy.  La 
Rochefoucauld,  unexpectedly  gained  for  him  a  higher  reputation 
in  literature  than  he  could  have  hoped  for  in  politics.  When  a 
mere  boy  he  had  shown  in  the  Conjuration  de  Fusque  no  small 
literary  talent,  and  his  sermons  deepened  the  impression.  His 
Memoirs,  however,  are  different  in  style  from  both.  They  are 
addressed  to  a  lady  friend,  and  contain  a  most  extraordinary 
mixture  of  anecdote,  description,  personal  satire,  moral  reflection, 
and  political  portraiture.  In  the  three  points  of  anecdote,  portrait- 
drawing,  and  maxim-making,  Retz  has  no  livd  except  in  the 
acknowledged  masters  of  each  art  respectively. 

The  Memoirs  of  Guy  Joly,  a  lawyer  and  the  friend  and  con- 
fidant of  Retz,  in  a  manner  supplement  this  latter's  work.  Joly 
was  &uthful  to  his  master  even  in  exile,  but  at  last  they  quarrelled, 
and  the  Memoirs  do  not  always  throw  a  very  favourable  light  on 
the  proceedings  of  the  turbulent  cardinal.  They  are  very  well 
written.  Claude  Joly,  the  uncle  of  Guy,  an  ecclesiastic,  h^  also 
left  anti-Mazarin  writings  of  less  Uterary  worth. 
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Of  very  gieat  importance  historically,  and  by  no  means  unim- 
portant as  literature,  are  the  Memoirs  of  Pierre  Lenet,  a  man  of 
business  long  attached  to  the  house  of  Cond^.  These  memoirs 
are,  in  fact,  memoirs  of  the  great  Cond^  himself,  up  to  the  peace 
of  the  Pyrenees.  Personal  and  hterary  interest  both  appear  in  a 
very  high  degree  in  the  Memoirs  of  Anne  Marie  Louise  de  Mont- 
pensier,  commonly  called  La  Grande  Mademoiselle.  Mademoi- 
The  only  daughter  of  Gaston  of  Orleans  and  of  the  aeMo. 
Duchess  de  Montpensier,  she  inherited  enormous  wealth,  and  a 
position  which  made  it  difficult  for  her  to  marry  any  one  but  a 
crowned  head.  In  her  youth  she  was  self-willed,  and  by  no  means 
inclined  to  marriage,  and  prince  after  prince  was  proposed  to 
her  in  vain.  During  the  Fronde  she  took  an  extraordinary  part — 
heading  armies,  modnting  the  walls  of  Orleans  by  a  scaling  ladder, 
and  saving  the  routed  troops  of  Cond^  after  the  battle  of  the 
Faubourg  Saint  Antoine,  by  opening  the  gates  of  Paris  to  them, 
and  causing  the  cannon  of  the  Bastille  to  cover  their  flight 
Mazarin  never  forgave  her  this,  nor  perhaps  did  Louis  XIV. 
When  she  was  past  middle  age.  Mademoiselle  conceived  an  unfor- 
tunate affection  for  Lauzun,  then  merely  a  gentleman  of  the  South 
named  Puyguilhem.  By  dint  of  great  entreaties  she  obtained 
permission  from  the  king  to  marry  him,  but  the  combined  efforts 
of  the  queen  and  the  princes  of  the  blood  caused  this  to  be 
rescinded,  and  Lauzun  was  imprisoned  in  PigneroL  ^ter  many 
years  Mademoiselle  purchased  his  release  by  making  over  a  great 
part  of  her  inuncnse  possessions  to  Louis'  bastard,  the  Duke  du 
Maine,  and  secretly  married  her  lover,  who  was  not  only  younger 
than  herself,  but  a  notorious  adventurer.  He  was  basely  ungrateful, 
and  she  separated  from  him  before  her  death.  Her  memoirs, 
which  are  voluminous,  contain  a  mmute  history  of  her  singular 
life,  written  with  not  a  litde  egotism,  but  with  all  the  vivacity  and 
individuality  of  savour  which  characterise  the  best  work  of  the 
time.  Perhaps  the  most  remarkable  thing  about  thera  is  that, 
although  entirely  occupied  with  herself  and  her  fortunes,  Made- 
moiselle does  not  appear  either  to  exaggerate  her  own  merits, 
or  to  disguise  her  faults.  She  photographs  herself,  which  is 
not  common.     Valentin  Conrart,  a  man  of  letters,  who  figures 
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repeatedly  in  the  history  of  the  time,  who  was  the  real  founder  of 
the  Academy,  who  published  but  httle  in  his  lifetime,  and  who  has 
only  recently  been  the  subject  of  a  sufficient  study,  left  memoirs  of 
no  great  length,  but  of  value  in  reference  to  the  Fronde.  The 
Marquis  de  Montglat,  of  whom  not  much  is  known,  wrote 
important  military  memoirs  of  the  latter  portion  of  the  Thirty 
Years'  War,  and  of  the  campaigns  between  France  and  Sp^, 
which  continued  until  the  peace  of  the  Pyrenees. 

The  Memoirs  of  La  Rochefoucauld '  would  have  assured  him  a 
considerable  place  in  the  history  of  literature,  even  had  he  never 
Ii»Booho-  written  the  Maxims,  and  the  singular  fate  of  these 
fooomild.  Memoirs  would  have  deserved  notice  even  had  they 
been  far  less  intrinsically  interesting  in  matter  and  style  than 
they  are.  The  seventeenth  century  was  (he  palmy  time  of 
literary  piracy,  and  this  piracy  was  facilitated  not  merely  by  the 
absence  of  any  international  copyright,  but  by  the  common  habit 
of  circulating  books  in  manuscript  long  before  their  appearance 
in  print  They  were  thus  copied  and  re-copied,  and  the  number 
of  unauthorised  duplicates  made  it  impos^ble  for  the  author 
to  protect  his  work.  Not  unfrequendy  the  difficulties  of  authors 
were  increased  by  the  custom  (inherited  from  the  middle  ages) 
of  simultaneously  or  rather  continuously  transcribing  different 
works  in  the  same  lai^e  notebook,  without  any  very  scrupulous 
attention  \e  their  separate  origin,  plan,  and  authorship.  When 
La  Rochefoucauld,  after  the  conclusion  of  the  Fronde  and  the 
triumph  of  Mazarin,  retired  in  dudgeon  and  disgrace  to  his  estates, 
he  devoted  hUnself  to  the  writing  of  memoirs,  and  the  fact  soon 
became  known.  He  succeeded  once  in  preventing  an  unauthorised 
publication  at  Rouen.  But  the  Elzevirs  (who  were  as  much  princes 
of  piracy  as  of  printing)  were  beyond  his  reach,  and  in  r663  there 
appeared  a  book  purporting  to  be  the  Memoirs  of  M.  L.  R.  F, 
This  book  escited  much  indignation  in  the  persons  commented 
upon,  and  La  Rochefoucauld  hastened  to  deny  its  authenticity, 
alleging  that  but  a  fraction  was  his,  and  that  garbled.  His  denial 
was  very  partially  credited,  and  has  remained  the  subject  of  sus- 
picion almost  to  the  present  day.  Probably,  however,  he  was 
*  Ed.  GUbeil  ct  GuurdaulL    Paris,  iS6S'-Si. 
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warned  by  the  incident  of  the  danger  of  this  sort  of  contemporary 
criticism,  and  no  authentic  edition  was  issued.  After  his  death  a 
new  turn  of  Ul-tuck  befell  him.  A  fresh  recension  of  the  Memoirs 
was  published,  not  indeed  quite  so  incorrect  as  the  first,  but  still 
largely  adulterated,  nor  was  the  injustice  repaired  until  1S17, 
and  then  not  entirely.  It  is  only  within  the  last  few  years  that  the 
publication  of  the  Memoirs  from  a  manuscript  in  the  possession 
of  his  representatives  has  finally  established  the  text,  and  that 
laborious  enquiries  have  demonstrated  the  conglomerate  character 
of  the  early  editions  (which  were  made  up  of  the  work  of  La 
Rochefoucauld,  of  La  Chatre,  of  Vineuil,  and  of  several  other 
people,  even  such  well-known  writers  as  Saint -Evremond  being 
laid  under  contribution),  and  the  justice  of  the  author's  repudiation. 
The  genuine  Memoirs  are,  however,  extremely  interesting ;  they  are 
less  hiU,  and  perhaps  less  absolutely  frank  than  those  of  Retz,  but 
they  yield  to  these  alone  of  the  Fronde  chronicles  in  piquancy  ^nd 
interest,  while  their  purely  literary  merit  is  superior.  The  strange 
bird's-eye  view  of  conduct  and  motives  which  characterises  the 
Maxims  is  already  visible  in  them,  as  well  as  the  profundity  of  In- 
sight which  accompanies  width  of  range.  The  form  is  less  finished, 
but  its  capacities  are  seen, 

Jean  H^rault  de  Gourville  stood  to  La  Rochefoucauld  in  some- 
thing like  the  relation  which  Guy  Joly  bore  to  Retz,  but  was  far 
more  fortunate.  Born  at  La  Rochefoucauld,  without  any  advantages 
of  family  or  fortune,  he  began  as  a  domestic  of  its  seigneur.  He 
passed  from  this  service  to  that  of  Cond^  and  Mazarin,  held  public 
employments  which  enriched  him,  became  the  friend  of  Fouquel, 
and  escaped  tiie  general  ruin  which  fell  on  the  superintendent's 
friends  at  bis  fall,  married,  it  is  said,  secretly  a  daughter  of  the 
house  where  he  had  served  in  a  menial  capacity,  was  recalled 
honourably  to  his  country,  discharged  important  political  and 
diplomatic  offices,  lived  on  equal  terms  with  the  greatest  nobles  of 
the  court,  and  died  fuU  of  years,  riches,  and  honours,  in  1703.  His 
Memoirs,  which  were  written  but  a  short  time  before  his  death, 
were  dictated  to  a  secretary.  They  are  of  a  somewhat  gossiping 
character,  but  full  of  curious  information.  The  so-called  memoirs  of 
Omer  Talon  are  really  accounts,  written  in  a  stilted  and  professional 
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style,  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Parliament  of  Paris.  Henri  de 
Goise,  the  last,  ihe  least  fortunate,  but  not  the  least  remarkable 
of  his  famous  Dunily,  has  left  an  account  of  the  wild  expedition 
which  he  made  to  Naples  at  the  time  of  the  revolt  of  MasanieUo, 
which  is  somewhat  too  long  for  the  subject.  The  Memoirs  of 
the  Mar^chal  de  Grammont  were  composed  from  his  papers  by 
his  second  son,  Louvigny,  afterwards  Duke  de  Grammont  The 
eldest  son.  Count  de  Guiche,  the  most  accomplished  cavalier  of  the 
earlier  court  of  Louis  XIV.,  died  before  his  father.  Guiche  left 
a  brilliant  relation  (written  some  say  on  the  spot  and  at  once)  of 
the  passage  of  the  Rhine.  This  was  an  exploit  much  exaggerated 
by  the  king's  flatterers,  but  reaUy  a  brilliant  feat  of  arms,  and  it 
was  mainly  due  to  Guiche  himself.  Dke  those  of  Grammont,  the 
Memoirs  of  the  Mar^chat  du  Plessis  are  not  the  work  of  the  hero ; 
but  in  this  case  a  profes»onal  man  of  letters — it  is  thought 
Segrais — seems  to  have  been  called  in.  Their  somewhat  stilted 
regularity  contrasts  with  the  irregular  vigour  of  most  of  the  work 
mentioned  in  this  chapter.  Some  anonymous  Mimoiru  pour 
servir  h  I'Httioire  du  XVIP™  Stick,  though  evidendy  a  com- 
pilation, are  not  destitute  of  literary  merit.  They  seem  to  be 
extracted  for  the  most  part  from  works  already  mentioned. 
The  Memoirs  of  La  Porte,  the  valet  de  chambre  of  Anne  of 
Austria  and  the  youthful  Louis  XIV.,  are  important  rather  to 
history  than  to  literature.  Madame  de  la  Fayette  wrote  Memoirs 
of  Henrietta,  the  daughter  of  Charles  I.,  and  the  first  wife  of  the 
Duke  of  Orleans,  but  they  are  not  equal  to  her  novels  in  merit. 
The  poet-Marquis  La  Fare  began  memoirs  on  an  extensive  plan, 
but  only  completed  a  small  part  of  them.-  Those  of  the  Duke  of 
Berwick  are  justly  considered  models  of  simple  straightforward 
writing,  of  clear  judgment,  and  of  accurate  statement.  The 
Souvemrt  of  Madame  de  Caylus  had  the  honour  of  having 
Voltaire  for  their  fijst  editor,  and  deserved  it  They  are  purely 
personal,  and  might  even  be  called  frivolous,  were  it  not  for  the 
interest  and  historical  importance  of  the  society  whose  manners 
they  depict  The  memoirs  of  Torcy  give  a  clear  and  lucid  account 
of  the  negotiations. in  which  that  diplomatist  was  eng^ed.  Last 
of  this  long  list  come  three  works  of  value,  the  memoirs  of  VillarSi 
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Forbin,  and  Duguay-Trouin.  The  last  two  are  among  the  some- 
what rare  records  of  French  prowess  on  sea.  Both  are  somewhat 
boastful,  and  the  memoirs  of  Forbin,  which  are  the  longer  and  the 
more  amusing  of  the  two,  are  suspected  of  some  inaccuracy.  They 
were  not,  it  appears,  the  unaided  work  of  their  nominal  authors. 
The  memoirs  of  Villars  are  of  greater  historical  importance,  and 
of  much  literaiy  interest. 

A  few  authors,  not  included  in  the  collection  the  order  of  which 
has  been  followed,  have  now  to  be  mentioned.  Bussy-Rabutin ', 
cousin  of  Madame  de  S^vign^,  and  one  of  the  boldest,  most  un- 
scrupulous, and  most  unlucky  of  aspirants  after  fortune,  has  left 
a  considerable  number  of  letters  and  memoirs  in  which  be  ex- 
poses his  own  projects  and  wrongs,  and,  above  all,  a  kind  of  scan- 
dalous chronicle  called  the  Hiitoire  Amoureuse  Jes  Gaules,  in  which 
gossip  against  all  the  ladies  of  the  court,  not  excepting  his  own 
relations  and  friends,  is  pitilessly  recorded.  Bussy  had  many  of  the 
family  qualities  which  show  themselves  more  amiably  in  the  cousin 
whom  he  libelled.  His  literary  faculty  was  considerable,  his  brain 
fertile  in  invention,  and  his  tongue  witty  in  expression ;  but  be 
made  no  very  good  use  of  his  powers.  The  Marquis  de  Dangean* 
has  left  an  immense  collection  of  memoirs,  describing  in  the 
minutest  detail  the  etiquette  of  the  court  of  Louis  XIV.  and  all 
that  happened  there  for  years;  but  he  bad  hardly  any  faculty  of 
writing,  and  his  work,  except  for  its  matter,  is  chiefly  remarkable 
because  of  the  contrast  which  it  presents  to  a  book  which  deals 
with  much  the  same  subject,  and  which  has  yet  to  be  noticed. 
This  book,  with  grave  defects  and  inequalities,  exhibits  in  the 
highest  degree  the  merits  of  the  class  and  period  now  under  review 
— die  skill  shown  by  writers  trained  to  expression  only  by  literary 
amusements  and  the  conversation  of  jhe  salons ;  the  keen  insight 
into  motive  and  character;  the  intense  interest  and  power  of  reflec- 
tion n'ith  which  contemporary  events  are  taken  in  and  represented. 

Louis  de  Rouvroy,  Duke  de  Saint-Simon ',  was  born  at  La  Fert^ 

'  Memoits,  8:c.,  tA.  Lalanne.    8  vols.     Paris,  1857.     Hisleire  Ammrmie, 
ed.  Livet    4  vols.     Paris,  1856. 
'  Ed.  Fmillct  de  Conches.    19  vols.    Paris,  1S54-61. 
*  Memoirs,  ed.  Ch^rueL    jo  vols.    Paris,  1873.    Re-edited  for  the  Grandti 

KienomUi  series  by  M.  de  Boislisle.     Miscellaneous  works  have  been  added. 


Saint-Bimon. 
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Vidame,  the  family  sent,  in  1675.  The  family  was  of  very  great 
antiquity  and  unblemished  noblesse,  claiming  descent 
from  Charlemagne  ;  the  dukedom  and  the  peerage — 
it  is  to  be  remembered  that  'peerage'  in  France  has,  or  rather 
had  under  the  old  regime,  an  entirely  different  value  from  the 
modem  English  sense,  referring  not  in  the  least  to  the  ennobling 
of  the  persons  enjoying  it,  but  to  their  admission  into  a  kind  of 
great  council  of  ihc  kingdom  which  had  indeed  long  lost  its  active 
functions,  but  retained  its  dignity — were  conferred  only  on  Sainl- 
Simon's  father,  a  favourite  and  a  faithful  servant  of  Louis  XIII.  His 
mother  was  Charlotte  de  I'Aubespine,  of  a  family  which  had  much 
distinguished  itself  for  several  generations  since  the  days  of  Francis 
the  First.  Saint-Simon  was  brought  up  by  the  Jesuits,  went  to  the 
wars  in  Flanders  at  the  age  of  seventeen,  and  a  year  later  succeeded 
to  the  title  and  estates  by  the  death  of  his  father.  Thus  at  the 
age  of  eighteen  he  found  iiimself  in  a  position  theoretically  superior 
to  every  man  in  France  except  the  princes  of  the  blood,  and  his  few 
brother  peers — theoretically,  for  the  rule  of  tbuis  did  not  admit  of 
any  real  exercise  of  the  privileges  of  the  peerage.  Saint-Simon, 
however,  began  at  once  to  show  his  devotion  to  the  idol  of  his  whole 
life — the  status  of  his  order — by  going  to  law  with  Luxembourg,  the 
famous  Marshal,  on  a  question  of  precedence  and  title  of  the  most 
intricate  kind.  At  the  Peace  of  Ryswick  he  left  the  army,  to  the 
displeasure  of  the  king;  but  he  was  none  the  less  constant  at  court, 
though  he  could  hardly  be  called  a  courtier,  and  though  his  in- 
veterate stickling  for  precedence  frequently  brought  down  the 
king's  wrath  on  his  head.  In  1705  he  was  made  ambassador  to 
Rome,  but  the  appointment  was  almost  immediately  cancelled. 
Many  years  later,  however,  a  similar,  but  greater,  honour  fell  to  his 
lot.  The  death  of  Louis  put  power  into  the  hands  of  Philippe 
d'Orldans,  who  was  a  friend  of  Saint-Simon's,  and  the  latter  enjoyed 
the  greatest  triumph  of  his  life  by  bringing  about  the  degradation  of 
the  '  Bastards '  (the  illegitimate  sons  of  Louis),  on  whom,  to  the 
indignation  of  the  peers,  the  king  had  bestowed  the  rank  and  pre- 
cedence of  princes  of  the  blood.  In  1721  Saint-Simon  went  on 
a  special  embassy  to  Spain  to  arrange  the  double  marriage  of 
Louis  XV,  to  the  Infanta,  and  of  the  Prince  of  the  Asturias  to 
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the  Regent's  granddaughter.  There  he  was  made  a  grandee  of 
the  first  class.  Soon  after  his  return  he  gave  up  interference  in 
public  affairs,  but  he  lived  for  thirty  years  longer,  writing  inces- 
santly, and  died  in  1755. 

The  history  of  his  enormous  literary  productions  is  curious 
enough.  Nothing  was  published,  and,  from  the  personal  nature 
of  most  of  his  work,  nothing  could  well  be  published,  during  his 
lifetime.  As  he  died  intestate,  and  with  no  immediate  heii^, 
opportuni^  was  taken  to  impound  the  whole  of  his  manuscripts, 
amounting  to  hundreds  of  volumes.  Extracts  from  the  memoirs  were 
surreptitiously  published  from  time  to  time  during  the  eighteenth 
century,  but  it  was  not  till  1839  that  the  whole  was  fully  and  faith- 
fully given  to  the  world.  These  memoirs,  however,  form  relatively 
but  a  small  part  of  the  vast  mass  of  Saint-Simon's  manuscripts, 
though  they  fill  twenty  printed  volumes.  For  a  long  time 
obstacles  of  a  not  very  intelligible  character  were  interposed  in 
the  way  of  publication  by  the  French  Foreign  Office,  to  which 
the  MSS.  belong;  but  at  length  these  were  successfully  over- 
come, and  three  different  workers,  M.  de  BotsKsle,  M.  Druraont, 
and  M,  Faugfere,  look  up  the  task  of  editing  or  re-editing  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  total.  The  minor  works,  however,  from  the 
specimens  already  published,  would  seem  to  be  of  less  interest 
than  the  memoirs;  most  of  them  bearing  on  the,  to  Saint-Simon, 
inexhaustible  subject  of  the  privileges  of  the  peerage,  and  its  place 
in  the  hierarchy  of  government.  To  discuss  these  subjects  would 
lead  us  out  of  our  way.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  it  is  a  great 
mistake  to  regard  Saint-Simon  as  a  mere  selfish  aristocrat  in  the 
cant  sense.  He  would  have  had  the  kingdom  justly  and  wisely 
governed  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  nation,  but  he  regarded  the 
nobility,  and,  above  all,  the  peers,  as  the  pre^^lestined  insEruments 
of  government,  '  Much  for  the  people,  but  nothing  by  the  people,' 
was  his  political  motto. 

The  importance  of  Saint-Simon  in  literature  is,  however,  entirely 
tnde[>endent  of  his  standpoint  as  a  politician,  though  that  standpoint 
was  not  without  influence  on  his  hterary  characteristics.  -  He  is  valu- 
able to  us  as,  without  exception,  the  most  vivid  and  graphic  painter 
of  contemporary  history  of  the  anecdotic  kind  in  French  or  any  other 
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language.  His  Style  is  incorrect,  and  sometimes  barely  gramma- 
tical, and  all  his  work  bears  the  character  or  notes,  hurriedly  dashed 
off,  rather  than  of  a  finished  and  regularly  arranged  history. 
Opinions  differ  as  to  his  trustworthiness  in  matters  of  fact,  but  it 
is  certain,  from  his  positive  manner  of  recounting  the  incidents  and 
the  actual  words  of  interviews  at  which  he  could  not  have  been 
present,  and  as  to  which  he  is  not  likely  to  have  had  more  than  hear- 
say information,  that  his  testimony  is  to  be  received  with  caution. 
His  prejudices,  too,  were  extraordinarily  strong,  and  he  is  in  the 
habit  of  representing  everything  and  everybody  that  he  does  not 
like  in  the  blackest  possible  colours.  His  furious  denunciation 
thus  makes  a  curious  contrast  lo  the  good-humoured' malice  of  the 
author  with  whom  he  is  most  likely  to  be  compared — Madame  de 
S6vign^.  But  all  these  drawbacks  affect  only  the  matter,  not  the 
manner  of  his  work.  The  picture  which  he  has  given  of  the  inner 
life  of  the  court  of  Versailles  during  the  later  years  of  Louis  XIV. 
is  unrivalled  in  history.  Still  more  extraordinary  is  the  power  of 
single  passages,  such  especially  as  the  famous  one  describing  the 
Dauphin's  death.  Saint -Simon  has  often  been  compared  to 
Tacitus,  but  his  torrent  of  words  very  little  resembles  the  laconic 
incisiveness  of  the  Roman.  A  much  nearer  parallel,  though  with 
remarkable  differences,  might  be  found  in  Carlyle, 

Some  memoirs  of  great  ektent  and  interest,  valuable  as  checking 
Saint-Simon  and  Dangeau  (whom  Saint-Simon  annotated),  have 
recently  appeared  for  the  first  time,  at  least  in  a  form  that  is  to  be 
complete.  They  are  the  work  of  the  Marquis  de  Sourches',  a  great 
court  officer,  and  they  cover  the  last  thirty  years  of  Louis's  reign. 
Their  chief  literary  peculiarity  is  the  formal  and  almost  official 
character  of  the  text  contrasted  with  the  greater  freedom  of  the 
numerous  notes. 

The  most  famous  and  remarkable  of  all  the  letter- writers  of  the 
Uodame  do    time — perhaps  the  most  famous  and  remaskable  of  all 

8fivlaTi6.  letter-writers  in  literature — was  Marie  de  Rabutin- 
Chantal,  Marquise  de  S^vign^ ".  She  was  born  at  Paris  on  the  6th  of 

'  Ed.  Bertrand  et  de  Cosnac.      Pnris,  iSSa. 

'  Ed.  Monmerqui.  14  vol*.  Paris,  1861-66,  to  irbich  must  be  added  1  voh. 
of  Litlra  Inidilts  discovered  uid  published  by  M.  Capmas. 
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February,  i6a6,  and  died  at  Grignan,  of  small-pox,  on  the  loth  of 
August,  1696.  Her  family  was  a  distinguished  one  both  in  war 
and  other  ways.  Her  grandmother  was  the  well-Unown  Sainte 
Chantal,  the  pupil  of  St,  Fran9ois  de  Sales,  and  her  first  cousin,  as 
has  been  mentioned,  was  Bussy-Rabutin.  Her  father  and  mother 
both  died  when  she  was  very  young,  and  an  uncle,  not  more' than 
twenty  years  older  than  herself,  the  Abb^  de  Coulanges,  took 
charge  of  her,  remaining,  for  the  greater  part  of  her  life,  her  chief 
friend  and  counsellor.  She  soon  became  A  great  beauty,  and 
something  of  a  scholar,  though  not  of  a  blue- stocking.  Manage 
and  Chapelain  had,  among  others,  much  to  do  with  her  educa* 
tion,  and  she  was  a  member  of  the  celebrated  coterie  of  the  Hdtel 
Rambouillet,  though  her  satirical  humour  saved  her  from  being  a 
pr&ieuse.  At  the  age  of  eighteen  she  married  the  Marquis  de 
S^vign^,  of  a  good  and  wealthy  Breton  family.  Her  husband  was, 
however,  a  selfish  profligate,  who  wasted  her  substance  with  Ninon 
de  I'EncIos,  and  such-like  persons, — though  Ninon  herself,  to  do 
her  justice,  never  plundered  her  lovers, — and  did  not  pretejid  the 
slightest  return  for  the  affection  she  gave  him.  He  was  killed  in  a 
duel  in  1651,  leaving  her  with  two  children,  a  daughter,  Franfoise 
Marguerite,  and  a  son  Chailes.  After  a  few  years  of  seclusion  she 
returned  to  the  world,  being  'then  in  the  full  possession  of  her 
beauty,  and  only  twenty-eight  years  old.  She  continued  for  more 
than  forty  years  to  form  part  of  the  best  society  of  the  capital, 
without  suffering  the  least  stain  on  her  reputation.  The  selfish 
vanity  of  the  superintendent  Fouquet  made  him  keep  certain  of 
her  letters ;  but  though  they  were  discovered  in  a  casket  which 
was  &t3l  totnany  of  his  friends  of  both  sexes,  Madame  de  S^vign6 
came  scathless  out  of  the  ordeal.  In  1669  her  daughter,  then 
twenty-two  years  old,  married  the  Count  de  Grignan,  a  Provencal 
gentleman  of  the  noblest  birth,  of  great  estate,  rank,  and  fortune, 
but  already  twic.e  a  widower,  past  middle  age,  plain,  and  of  some- 
what embarrassed  means,  considering  the  great  expenses  which,  as 
Governor  of  Provence,  he  had  to  meet.  He  was,  however,  a  man 
of  good  sense  and  probity,  and  his  mfe  seems  to  have  been  sin- 
cerely attached  to  him.  The  great  bulk  of  Madame  de  S^vign^'s 
t  correspondence  was  addressed  to  her  daughter,  for 
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whom  she  had  an  almost  frantic  fondness;  Charles  de  S^vign^ 
though  apparently  far  the  more  lovable  of  the  two,  having  but  an 
inferior  share  of  his  mother's  affection.  The  letters  to  Madame  de 
Grignan  are  for  the  most  part  dated  either  from  Paris  (in  which 
case  diey  are  full  of  court  news  and  gossip),  or  from  Les  Rochers, 
the  country  seat  of  the  S^vjgn^s,  near  Vitr^,  in  which  case  they 
are  full  of  social  satire  and  curious  details  of  the  provincial  life  of 
that  time.  One  very  interesting  series  describes  the  habits  and 
regimen  of  Vichy,  which  Madame  de  S^vign^  visited  in  conse- 
quence of  a  severe  attack  of  rheumatism.  The  correspondence 
thus  serves  as  a  minute  and  detailed  history  of  the  author  for  the 
.last  thirty  years  of  her  life,  except  during  her  rare  visits  to  Grignan, 
in  one  of  which,  as  has  been  mentioned,  she  caught  the  illness 
which  proved  fatal  to  her. 

It  has  been  said  that  Madame  de  S^vignfs  letters  are  very 
numerous.  Those  to  her  daughter  especially  were  garbled  in  the 
earlier  editions  by  omissions,  and  by  the  substitution  of  phrases 
which  seemed  to  the  i8lh  century  more  suitable  than  the  fresh 
nature  of  the  originals.  The  edition  cited  gives  the  extant  MSS, 
faithfully.  The  enthusiastic  atfeclion  lavished  by  the  mother 
on  the  daughter  naturally  commends  itself  differently  to  different 
persons.  It  is  certain  that  if  it  is  not  tedious,  it  is  only  due  to  the 
extraordinary  literary  art  of  the  writer,  an  art  which  is  at  once  the 
most  artful  and  the  most  ardess  to  be  anywhere  found.  The  only 
other  faults  of  the  letters  are  an  occasional  crudity  of  diction 
(which,  however,  is,  when  rightly  taken,  perfectly  innocent  and 
even  valuable  as  exemplifying  the  manners  of  the  time,)  and  a 
decided  heartlessness  in  relating  the  misfortunes  of*al]  those  in 
whom  the  writer  is  not  personally  interested.  Madame  de  S^vign^ 
has  been  blamed  for  not  sympathising  more  with  the  oppression  of 
the  French  people  during  her  time.  This,  however,  is  an  unfair 
charge.  In  the  first  place  she  simply  expresses  the  current  poli- 
tical ideas  of  her  day,  and,  in  the  second  place,  she  goes  decidedly 
beyond  those  ideas  in  the  direction  of  sympathy.  Her  treatment 
of  some  of  her  own  equals  leaves  much  more  to  desire.  The 
account  of  Madame  de  Brinvilliers'  sufferings — unworthy  of  much 
pity  as  the  victim  was  -  is  callous  to  bniiality,  and  it  seems  to  be 
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sufficient  for  any  one  to  have  ever  offended  Madame  de  Grignan,  or 
to  have  spoken  slightingly  of  her,  to  put  him,  or  her,  out  of  ihe 
pale  of  even  ordinary  human  sympathy.  But  no  other  fault  can 
be  found.  For  vivid  social  portraiture  the  book  equals  Saint 
Simon  at  his  best,  while  it  is  far  more  uniformly  good.  The  letters 
describing  the  engagement  of  La  Grande  Mademoiselle  to  Lauzun, 
the  death  of  Vatel,  the  trial  of  Fouquet,  the  Vichy  sojourn,  the 
meeting  of  the  states  of  Britanny,  and  many  others,  are  not  to  be 
surpassed  in  this  respect  Unlike  Saint  Simon,  too,  Madame  de 
S^vign^  has  no  fixed  idea— except  that  of  Madame  de  Grignan's 
perfections,  which  rarely  interferes — to  prevent  her  from  taking 
fresh,  original,  and  acute  views  of  things  in  general  as  distinguished 
from  mere  court  intr^ues.  Her  literary  criticism  is  excellent,  and 
if  she  somewhat  overvalues  moralists  like  Nicole  and  novelists  like 
Mademoiselle  de  Scud^ry,  who  ministered  to  her  peculiar  tastes,  her 
remarks  on  the  great  preachers,  on  La  Fontaine,  on  Corneille  and 
Racine,  display  a  singular  insight  as  well  as  a  singular  power  of  ex- 
pression. She  is,  indeed,  except  in  politics,  on  which  few  persons 
of  her  class  had  at  the  time  any  clear  or  distinct  ideas,  never  super- 
ficial ;  and  this  union  of  just  thought  with  accurate  observation  and 
exceptional  power  of  expression  makes  her  position  in  literature. 

Madame  de  S^vign^,  so  to  speak,  dwarfs  all  other  letter- writers 
of  her  time.  Yet  many  of  those  already  mentioned  under  the  head 
of  memoirs  left  letters  which  have  been  preserved,  and  which  are 
of  merit.  It  is,  however,  not  necessary  to  specify  any  except 
Madame  de  Maintcnon,  whose  correspondence  is  voluminous 
and  important  both  as  history  and  as  hterature.  It  has  not  the 
charm  of  Madame  de  S^vign^,  but  it  displays  the  great  intellectual 
powers  of  the  writer*.  Of  a  very  different  kind,  but  not  less 
worthy  of  notice  are  the  letters  of  Guy  Patin,  which  are  for  the 
most  part  violent  Mazartnades,  and  full  of  scandalous  anec- 
dotes, but  full  also  of  lively  wit.  Scandal,  indeed,  was  very  much 
the  order  of  the  day,  as  appears  from  the  large  and  curious 
collection  of  broadsheets  and  pamphlets  republished  by  the  late 
M.  Foumier  in  his    Variitis  Hisioriquts   et  LilUraires*.     These, 

'  A  fall  uid  excellentlj  edited  Klection  bas  been  given  by  A.  Geffioy.  j  vols. 
Puis,  1887. 

>  JO  vols.    FariB,  1815-63. 
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most  of  which  refer  to  the  present  period,  form  a  kind  of  appendix 
to  historical  and  biographical  writing  of  the  more  serious  kind. 
There  is,  however,  one  remarkable  work  which  remains  to  be 
noticed,  and  which,  for  want  of  a  better  place  for  it,  must  be  noticed 
Tallamuit  here,  the  Hislorielies  of  Tallemant  des  R&ux '.  The 
dea  B4aux.  author  of  this  singular  book,  G^d^on  Tallemant  des 
R^aus,  was  born  at  La  Rochelle  about  1619,  and  died  in  1692. 
He  was  of  a  family  not  noble  but  wealthy  and  well  connected,  and 
he  himself  was  able,  by  marriage  with  a  cousin  who  was  an  heiress, 
to  live  without  any  profession,  and  to  purchase  an  estate  and 
seignory  of  some  importance.  Little,  however,  is  known  of  his 
life  except  that  he  was  much  at  the  H6te1  de  Rambouillet  in  his 
youth,  and  that  in  his  old  age  he  underwent  some  not  clearly  de- 
fined misfortune  or  disgrace.  The  HislorietUs  were  written  in  the 
years  immediately  preceding  1660,  and  form  an  almost  complete 
commentary  on  the  persons  most  celebrated  in  society  and  litera- 
ture for  three  quarters  of  a  century  before  that  date.  There  is  no 
other  book  to  which  they  can  be  exactly  compared,  though  they 
have,  with  much  less  literary  excellence,  a  certain  resemblance  in 
form  to  the  work  of  Brant6me.  They  are,  as  pubhshed  by 
Monmerqu^,  376  in  number,  filling  five  (nominally  ten)  stout 
volumes.  Each  is  as  a  rule  headed  with  the  name  of  a  single  person, 
though  there  are  a  few  general  or  subject  headings.  The  articles 
themselves  are  not  regular  biographies,  but  collections  of  anecdotes, 
not  imfrequently  of  the  most  scandalous  kind.  Tallemant,  though  by 
no  means  of  small  ability,  appears  to  have  been  a  somewhat  malicious 
person,  and  not  too  careful  to  examine  the  value  of  the  stories  he 
tells,  especially  when  they  bear  heavily  on  the  old  nobility,  of  whom, 
as  a  new  man,  he  was  very  jealous.  Yet  his  sources  of  informa- 
tion were  in  many  cases  good,  and  his  statements  are  confirmed  by 
independent  evidence  sufficiently  often  to  show  that,  if  they  are  in 
other  cases  to  be  accepted  with  caution,  they  are  not  the  work  of 
a  mere  libeller.  No  one,  even  in  that  century  of  unstinted  personal 
revelations,  has  taken  us  so  much  behind  the  scenes,  and  certainly 
no  one  has  lefl  a  more  amusing  book  of  its  kind  or  (with  the 
proper  precautions)  a  more  valuable  one. 

'  10  voli.  ia  £,    Ed.  Monmerqu^.    Third  edition,    Paris,  n.  d. 
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The  class  of  learned  investigators  into  the  sources  of  liistory 
cannot  be  omitted  in  any  account  of  French  literature ;  though  their 
work  was  chiefly  in  Latin,  and  though  even  when  it  was  not  it  was 
rather  of  value  as  material  for  future  literature  than  as  literature 
itself.  This  century  and  the  earlier,  part  of  the  succeeding  one 
were  the  palmy  time  of  really  laborious  erudition — the  work  of  the 
Benedictines  and  Bollandists,  arid  of  many  isolated  writers  worthy 
of  being  ranked  with  the  members  of  these  famous  communities. 
The  individuals  composing  this  class  are,  however,  HiatorlMl 
too  numerous,  and,  from  the  purely  literary  view,  too  Aotiiiarfw- 
unimportant  to  detain  us.  Exceptions  may  be  made  in  favour 
of  Andr^  Duchesne,  whose  collections  of  French  and  Norman 
Chronicles,  and  his  genealogical  histories  of  the  hotises  of  Laval 
and  Vergi,  are  valuable  examples  of  their  kind ;  of  Mabillon, 
famous  for  his  labours  in  haglology,  in  the  history  of  France,  and 
above  all  in  that  of  Italy ;  and  lastly,  of  Du  Cange.  The  last- 
named  has  a  special  right  to  a  place  here  because, 
both  directly  and  indirectly,  he  did  much  towards  the 
rediscovery  of  old  French  literature.  Du  Cange  was  his  seignorial 
Style,  his  personal  name  being  Charles  Dufresne.  He  devoted 
himself  to  the  study  of  the  middle  ages  generally,  and  particularly 
of  the  Byzantine  Empire.  He  edited  Joinville,  wrote  a  history  of 
the  Latin  Empire,  and  in  his  most  famous  work,  the  Glossarium 
Mediae  el  Infimae  Latinitaiis,  contributed  not  a  little  to  the  study  of 
the  oldest  form  of  French. 
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CHAPTER   V. 

ESSAYISTS,  MINOR  MOKALISTS,  CRITICS. 

Ths  enormous  populariiy  which  the  Essays  of  Montaigne  en- 
joyed could  not  fail  to  raise  up  imitators  and  followers  in  the 
century  succeeding  their  publication.  But  Montaigne's  influence 
on  the  production  of  short  pieces,  complete  in  themselves  and 
having  for  the  most  part  an  ethical  bearing,  was  supplemented  by 
the  feature  of  the  time  so  often  referred  to,  the  fancy  for  literary 
coieriis,  and  for  wit  combats  between  the  members  of  those 
coteries.  For  this  latter  purpose  pieces  of  moderate  length  in  prose, 
corresponding  to  the  sonnets,  the  madrigals,  and  such-like  things 
in  verse,  were  well  suited.  The  Academy,  too,  with  its  competitions 
and  its  ordinary  critical  occupations,  stimulated  literary  production 
in  the  same  direction.  The  essay  was  therefore  much  cultivated 
in  the  seventeenth  century,  and  not  a  few  minor  styles  of  compo- 
^tion  descended  from  it.  Such  were  the  Pttis/e,  a  short  essay  on 
some  definite  and  briefly  handled  point ;  the  Conversaiim,  an  essay 
or  sketch  in  dialogue ;  the  Portrait,  a  sketch  of  personal  character ; 
the  Maximt,  a  condensed  Pensie,  just  as  the  Pemie  was  a  condensed 
essay.  In  these  various  styles  some  of  the  most  excellent  work  ex- 
isting in  French  literature  was  composed  during  the  time  which  we  - 
are  at  present  handling ;  and  four  names  of  the  first,  or  almost  the 
first  rank  in  literary  history,  Pascal,  La, Rochefoucauld,  La  Bruyfere, 
and  Saint -Evremond,  belong  to  this  division,  besides  not  a  few 
others  of  less  importance.  Pascal,  indeed,  might  be  almost  as  well 
treated  in  either  of  the  two  following  chapters  as  in  the  present ; 
but  if  the  substance  of  his  work  is  for  the  most  part  philosophical 
or  theological,  the  form  of  it  seems  to  fall  more  suitably  under  the 
present  head.    He  does  not,  however,  open  the  series  of  Essayists. 
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Something  of  Montaigne's  manner,  as  well  as  of  his  peculiar 
sceptical  doubt,  which  nevertheless  does  not  transcend  the  limits  , 
of  orthodoxy,  was  continued  far  into  the  century  by  La  Mothe 
le  Vayer,  a  man  of  talent,  but  of  some  deliberate  eccentricity 
and  archaism  in  costume  and  manners  as  in  style.  But  the  most 
important  name  in  the  history  of  French  prose  nest  after  that 
of  Montaigne  is  that  of  Jean  Guez  de  Balzac,  Bau,^ 
who  occupies"  nearly  the  same  place  in  it  as  Mal- 
herbe  does  in  chat  of  French  poetry.  Balzac  was  a  gentleman 
of  rank  and  fortune  in  the  province  of  Angoumois,  where  he 
was  bom  towards  the  end  of  the  sixteenth  century,  and  where 
he  died  in  1655.  In  his  younger  days  he  served  in  some  diplo- 
matic employments,  then  for  a  long  time  resided  in  Paris,  and 
finally  retired  to  his.  country  seat.  Balzac's  works  are  almost 
entirely  of  the  essay  character,  though  they  are  sufficiently  diverse, 
and  for  the  most  part  rather  artificial  in  form.  The  most  con- 
siderable part  of  them  is  composed  of  letters— not  such  letters 
as  have  been  discussed  in  the  preceding  chapter,  but  elaboratfe 
epistles  written  deliberately  for  the  sake  of  writing,  and  with  a 
definite  attempt  at  style.  Besides  these,  which  are  very  numerous, 
Balzac  was  also  the  author  of  discourses  on  various  subjects  and 
of  certain  nondescript  works  of  an  ethico-political  character,  the 
principal  and  best  known  of  which  is  the  Socrale  Chre'lim.  In 
.  all,  his  work  was  sufiicient  to  fill  two  folio  volumes  when  it  was 
collected '.  Balzac  is  a  really  remarkable  figure  m  literary  history, 
because  he  is,  in  bis  own  tongue  and  nation,  almost  the  first  person 
who  deliberately  wrote  for  the  sake  of  writing,  and  not  because  he 
had  anything  particular  to  say.  The  practice  is  perhaps  not  one  to 
be  commended  16  the  general  run  of  men  at  any  time,  or  even  to 
exceptional  men,  except  at  a  peculiar  time.  But  done  as  it  was,  and 
when  it  was,  Balzac's  work  was  really  of  importance  and  advantage 
to  his  countrymen.  The  prose  literature  of  the  sixteenth  century 
had  been  admirable,  but  it  had  not  resulted  in  the  elaboration  of  any 
general  style  of  all  work.  Each  writer  had  followed  his  instincts, 
and  when  those  instincts  were  under  the  guidance  of  genius,  as 
they  frequently  were,  many  writers  had  produced  admirable  results. 
'  He  has  not  recently  been  [edited,  bat  a  selection  was  publislied  in  iSm. 
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But  the  general  use  of  the  printing  press,  and  the  adaptation  of 
literature  to  all  sorts  of  journey-work,  made  it  imperatively  neces- 
sary that  the  tools  should  be  put  ready  fashioned  into  the  hands  of 
ordinary  workmen  instead  of  each  man  having  to  manufacture 
them  for  himself.  Various  steps  had  been  taken  in  this  direction. 
Guillaume  du  Vair  had  already  written  a  TraHtde  ftloquentt  Fran- 
fSiw;  Vaugelas^TSavoyard  by  birth,  was  shortly  to  under talre"some 
valuable' ^marjwt. on  French  grammar  and  style,  which  long  re- 
mained a  standard  book.  But  not  many  examples  of  deliberate 
composition  had  been  given.  It  was  these  examples  of  deliberate 
composition  which  Balzac  furnished,  and  which,  in  a  lighter  and 
more  graceful  fashion,  and  to  a  more  limited  circle,  were  also 
given  by  the  letters  of  the  poet  Voiture.  Balzac,  as  is  natural  in  the 
first  attempts  at  a  polished  prose  style,  has  ihe  drawback  of  being 
somewhat  rhetorical  and  occasionally  ponderous.  But  the  im- 
poTlan?  point  is  that  the  mechanism  of  the  clause,  the  sentence,  and 
the  paragraph  has  evidently  been  considered  by  him,  and  that  he 
has  succeeded  in  getting  it  into  very  tolerable  condition.  His  sen- 
tences no  longer  run  on  to  the  interminable  length  of  earlier 
writers,  or  finish  in  the  haphazard  manner,  neglectful  of  rhythm, 
balance,  and  proportion,  also  noticeable  in  his  predecessors.  The 
substitution  of  the  full  stop  for  the  conjunction,  which,  speaking 
generally,  may  be  said  to  be  the  initiating  secret  of  style  (though 
of  course  it  must  not  be  applied  too  indiscriminately),  is  at  once 
apparent  in  Balzac's  best  passages,  and  he  rarely  falls  into  the 
error  which  waits  on  this  substitution,  the  error  of  scrappiness. 
His  style  is  perhaps  better  suited  to  oratory  than  to  writing;  a 
not  unlikely  result,  since  his  models  were  pretty  obviously  the 
classical  orators.  But  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  to  him  in  no 
small  part  is  due  the  extraordinary  outburst  of  rhetorical  power 
which  distinguished  the  preachers  of  the  latter  half  of  the  century. 
Nor  was  it  long  before  what  was  faulty  in  Balzac's  style  was 
corrected  by  the  example  of  very  different  writers. 

Blaise  Pascal'  was  born  at  Clermont,  in  Auvergne,  on  the  19th 

'  Editions  of  Pascal  are  numerou;,  but  a  complete  and  definite  one  is  still 
wanting.  Of  the  PensJes,  etc,  the  editions  of  Faugire,  Havd,  wid  Rochet 
may  lie  mentioned ;  of  the  Praviiuiai*t,  the  edition  of  1867. 
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of  June,  1623.  His  father  was  President  of  the  Court  of  Aids, 
but  when  the  boy  was  eight  years  old  the  family 
moved  to  Paris.  Pascal  was  one  of  the  small  number 
of  extraordinarily  precocious  children  who  have  justified  their  pre- 
cocity by  genius  equally  extraordinary  in  after-life ;  but  it  does  not 
appear  that  he  was  forced  by  his  father  (who  took  the  whole  charge 
of  his  education),  and  it  is  said  that  he  did  not  begin  Latin  until  he 
was  twelve  years  old — a  very  late  age  for  the  time.  Mathematics, 
however,  were  his  chief  study  and  delight,  and  he  early  excelled  in 
ttiem,  showing  also  an  extraordinary  faculty  in  applying  them  to 
physics.  At  nineteen  he  invented  a  calculating  machine.  But  bis 
application  to  study  did  not  improve  his  health.  He  was  but  five- 
and-twenty  at  the  time  of  his  famous  experiment  with  the  baro- 
meter on  the  Fuy  de  Dome  in  his  native  province.  He  was  soon 
exposed  to  the  philosophical  influence  of  Descartes  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  theological  influence  of  the  Jansenists  on  the  other,  and'he 
fell  both  deeply.  His  greatest  work,  the  Provineiala,  appeared  in 
1656.  He  died  on  the  19th  of  August,  166a,  having  long  lived  in 
retirement  and  asceticism,  giving  much  of  his  substance  to  the 
poor,  and  abandoning  himself  almost  entirely  to  religious,  mathe- 
matical, and  philosophical  meditation. 

We  have  nothing  to  do  here  with  his  purely  mathematical  works 
or  those  in  natural  science.  The  two  books  by  which  he  belongs  to 
Uterature,  and  which  have  placed  him  among  the  foremost  writers 
of  his  country,  are  the  Provinciahs  and  the  so-called  Pem/es. 
The  former  were  regularly  published  by  himself  in  his  lifetime, 
though  they  were  ostensibly  anonymous,  or  rather  pseudonymous. 
The  Ptns^es  consist  of  scattered  reflections,  which  were  found  in 
his  papers  after  his  death.  They  were  published,  but,  as  has 
been  discovered  of  late  years,  with  much  omission  and  garbling, 
and  the  restoration  of  them  to  their  authentic  form  has  been 
eifected  in  comparatively  recent  times. 

The  famous  title  of  Les  Provinciahs  is  only  a  convenient  ab- 
breviation of  the  original,  which  is  Leitres  Ecriks  par  Louis  i: 
MonlaUe  h  un  Provincial  de  set  Amis  el  aux  RMrmds  Piret 
/^suites  sur  le  Sujet  de  la  Morale  ei  de  la  Poh'lique  de  ces  Pires. 
This  somewhat  cumbrous  appellation  has  at  any  rate  the  merit  of 
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exactly  describing  the  contents  of  the  book,  escept  that  Louis  de 
Montalte  is  of  course  a  pseudonym.  The  letters  were  writl«n  at 
the  height  of  the  early  struggle  {which  had  not  yet  been  interfered 
with  by  the  secular  arm)  of  Jansenists  and  Jesuits,  and  they  in- 
flicted on  the  famous  society  a  blow  from  which  it  has  never  wholly 
recovered,  and  from  which  it  can  never  wholly  recover.  The 
method  and  style  of  Pascal  are  entirely  original,  except  in  so  far 
as  a  slight  trace  of  indebtedness  to  Descartes  may  be  observed  in 
the  first  respect,  and  a  slight  debt  to  Montaigne  and  the  Satire 
Minippit  in  the  second  His  great  weapon  is  polite  irony,  which 
be  first  brought  to  perfection,  and  in  the  use  of  which  he  has 
hardly  been  equalled  and  has  certainly  not  been  surpassed  since. 
The  intricate  casuistries  of  the  Jesuits  are  unfolded  in  the  gravest 
fashion  and  without  the  least  exaggeration  or  burlesque,  but  with 
a  running  comment  or  rather  insinuation  of  sarcasm  which  is 
irresistible.  The  author  never  breaks  out  into  a  laugh,  never 
allows  himself  to  be  declamatory  and  indignant.  There  is  always 
a  smile  on  his  countenance,  but  never  anything  more  pronounced 
than  a  smile.  Vet  the  contempt  of  this  is  more  crushing  than  that 
of  the  bitterest  invective.  In  the  later  letters  indeed  the  mask  of 
irony  is  to  a  certain  extent  dropped,  and  a  more  serious  tone  is 
taken.  But  effective  as  these  are  they  are  not  the  most  effective 
part  of  the  Provinciales.  That  part  is  the  earlier  one,  in  which, 
without  dry  scholastic  argument,  without  the  coarse  abuse  which 
the  sixteenth  century  had  regarded  as  inseparable  from  dieological 
controversy,  and  at  the  same  time  with  almost  absolute  accuracy 
of  statement — for  the  misrepresentations  which  two  centuries  of 
eager  and  able  apologists  for  the  Order  have  been  able  to  detect  are 
insignificant — the  author  carried  the  discussion  out  of  the  schools 
into  the  drawing-room,  made  every  man  of  fair  education  and 
breeding  a  judge  of  it,  and  triumphantly  brought  the  judgment  of 
the  vast  majority  of  such  men  on  his  side.  To  this  day  Pascal,  with 
Swift  and  Courier,  is  the  greatest  example  in  modern  literature  of 
controvert  irony,  excelling  Swift  as  much  in  elegance  as  he  falls 
short  of  him  in  sombre  force,  and  having  the  advantage  over  his 
brilliant  follower  at  the  beginning  of  the  nineteenth  century  in 
depth  and  nobility  of  thought. 
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The  Pens/es  supply  the  reverse  side  of  PEtscal's  character,  and 
the  supplement  to  any  proper  estimate  of  his  literary  genius.  But 
from  the  circumstances  already  referred  to,  they  are  evidence  of 
a  less  complete  though  an  even  more  genuine  kind  than  the 
Provineiala.  The  scepticism  which  ate  so  deeply  into  the  heart 
of  the  seventeenth  century  affected  Pascal,  though  he  rarely 
wavered  in  point  of  abstract  faith.  To  few  men,  however,  was 
doubt  more  painful,  and  as  no  clearer  or  more  piercing  intellect 
has  ever  existed,  so  to  none  was  doubt  more  constantly  present. 
The  Perukes  in  their  genuine  form  exhibit  the  thoughts  to  which 
this  conflict  of  opinion  gave  rise  in  him,  and  are  in  remarkable 
contrast  with  the  polished  and  sedate  badinage  of  the  letters. 
But  few  if  any  of  them  axe  finally  worlted  up  into  the  shape 
in  which  the  author  would  have  been  likely  to  present  them 
to  the  public,  and  therefore,  from  the  point  of  view  of  pure 
literary  criticism,  they  require  less  notice  here  than  the  sister 
volume. 

The  revolution,  as  far  as  style  is  concerned,  which  in  point  of 
time  is  already  noticeable  in  Descartes,  has  entirely  accomplished 
itself  in  Pascal.  The  last  vestige  of  archaism,  of  quaintness  of 
phrase,  of  clumsiness  in  the  architecture  of  the  sentence  or  the 
paragraph,  has  passed  away.  Indeed,  it  can  hardly  be  said  that 
two  centuries  have  added  much  to  the  language  except  in  point 
of  richness  and  adaptation  to  the  more  multifarious  needs  of  the 
describer  in  modern  times.  The  style  is  extremely  simple,  but 
it  has  none  of  the  monotony,  the  lack  of  colour,  and  the  stereo- 
typed form  which  are  the  great  drawbacks  of  French  after  BoiJeau 
as  contrasted  with  French  before  him.  It  is  extraordinarily 
graphic,  sparkling  with  epigram  at  every  point,  and  yet  never 
sacrificing  sense  to  the  play  of  words.  The  Pens^es  (which  it 
must  always  be  remembered  were  never  finally  worked  up)  yield 
matter  which  will  compare  with  the  carefully  concocted  Maxims 
of  La  Rochefoucauld  or  of  Joubert,  while  the  Provinctala  are,  as 
has  been  said,  unsurpassable  in  their  own  line.  It  is  probable 
that  most  good  judges  would  allot  to  Pascal  in  French  the  place 
which  Dryden  occupies  in  English,  that  is  to  say,  the  place  of 
the  writer  who  combines  most  of  the  advantages  of  the  elder 

L,  ,_  I  .^.oo^lc 


332  The  Seventeenth  Century.  [Bk.  in. 

and  j'ounger  manners.  But  Pascal,  who  wrote  merely  to  please 
himself,  had  this  great  advantage  over  Dryden,  that  his  work  con- 
tains no  mere  journey-work,  and  especially  nothing  unworthy  of 
him.  Admirable  as  it  is  in  style,  it  is  equally  admirable  in  mean- 
ing and  in  adaptation  to  that  meaning,  and  it  has  thus  both  the 
sources  of  lasting  popularity  at  command.  Dealing,  moreover, 
as  it  does  with  subjects  of  perennial  importaiice  and  interest,  it  is 
almost  entirely  exempt  from  the  necessity  of  comment  and  ex- 
planation which  weighs  down  much  admirable  work  of  past  ages. 
No  man,  however  indisposed  to  serious  reading,  can  put  down 
the  ProvinciaUs  as  dull ;  no  man,  however  unwilling  to  read  any- 
thing that  is  not  serious,  can  complain  of  levity  in  the  Pens/es. 
There  are  few  authors  in  any  langu^e  who  tmite  as  Pascal  does 
the  claims  of  importance  of  subject,  charm  of  style,  and  bulk, 
without  too  great  voluminousness  of  production.  He  has,  more- 
over, the  additional  merit  of  being  in  a  high  degree  representative 
of  his  age.  That  age  had  grown  too  complex  for  one  man  to 
reflect  the  whole  of  it,  but  Pascal  and  Molifere  (with  perhaps  Saint- 
Evremond  or  La  Rochefoucauld  as  thirdsman)  supply  an  almost 
complete  reflection. 

Saint-Evremond  \  who  was  thirteen  years  PascalV  senior,  and 
8ttlnt>  who  ouflived  him  by  more  than  forty,  was,  except  in 
BTTemond.  intellectual  vigour  and  literary  faculty,  his  opposite. 
He  was  a  Norman  by  birth  (Charles  de  Marguete!  de  Saint  Denis 
was  his  proper  name),  and  was  born  in  1610.  He  was  educated 
by  the  Jesuits,  entered  the  army  early,  served  through  the  later 
campaigns  of  the  Thirty  Years'  War  and  m  the  Fronde,  was  a 
favourite  of  Condi's  but  fell  into  disgrace  with  him,  and  after  the 
fall  of  Fouquet,  which  led  to  the  discovery  of  his  very  able  and 
very  uncourtly  letter  on  the  Peace  of  the  Pyrenees,  also  incurred 
the  king's  displeasure.  This  displeasure  is  said  to  have  been 
aggravated  by  his  notorious  membership  of  the  freethinking  and 
materialist  school  which  Gassendi,  if  he  had  not  founded  it,  had 
helped  to  spread.  Saint -Evremond  was  practically  If  not  formally 
banished,  and  the  time  of  his  misfortune  coinciding  pretty  nearly 

■  Ed.  Girsud.  3  vols.  Paris,  1866.  (A  telectioii  only,  but  contuning  al- 
most everything  of  importance.) 
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with  the  Restoration  in  England,  he  made  his  way  (hither,  was  well 
received  by  the  king  and  his  courtiers,  many  of  whom  he  had 
known  in  their  exile,  and  dwelt  in  London  for  almost  the  whole 
remainder  of  his  long  life.  He  died  in  1703,  and  was  buried  in 
Westminster  Abl)ey.  His  works  are  almost  entirely  occasional, 
consisting  of  '  conversations,'  letters, '  portraits,'  short  literary  dis- 
quisitions and  tractates  on  subjects  of  historical  and  ethical  in- 
terest. They  display  a  placid  epicurean  philosophy  which  in  its 
indifference  to  the  assaults  of  fortune  is  not  destitute  of  nobility,  an 
extraordinary  catholicity  and  acuteness  of  literary  judgment,  and 
remarkable  wit  and  finesse.  The  Conversation  du  Pire  Cant^e, 
which  is  of  the  same  date  as  tiie-Provineia/es,  is  worthy  of  Pascal 
for  its  irony,  and  possesses  a  certain  air  of  being  written  by  a 
'person  of  quallQ',' which  Saint- Evremond  could  throw  over  his 
writings  better  almost  than  any  one  else.  His  Portraits,  not  always 
flattering,  are  full  of  nervous  vigour.  But  his  literary  remarks  are 
perhaps  the  most  surprising  of  his  works.  At  a  time  when  English 
literature  was  almost  unknown  in  France,  and  when  Boileau  osten- 
tatiously pretended  never  to  have  heard  of  Dryden,  Saint-Evre- 
mond,  perhaps  with  some  assistance  from  his  friend  Waller,  drew 
up  some  masterly  remarks  on  the  humour-comedy  of  the  Jonson 
school.  His  criticisms  of  French  plays,  as  compared  with  classical 
tragedy  and  comedy,  are  also  full  of  pregnant  thought ;  and  some 
comparative  studies  of  his  on  Corneille  and  Racine  show  a  power 
of  detachment  and  independence  which  may  be  due  in  some  part 
to  the  cosmopolitanism  given  by  residence  abroad,  but  -which  is 
certainly  due  also  to  native  genius.  From  the  point  of  view  of 
literary  history,  however,  Saint-Evremond  is  perhaps  most  remark- 
able as  having  formed,  in  conjunction  with  Pascal  and  Bayle,  a 
singular  trio,  which  supplied  Voltaire  with  the  models*  whence 
he  drew  his  peculiar  style  of  persiflage.  As  lar  as  form  is  con- 
cerned, it  may  be  fairly  said  that  Saint-Evremond  was  the  most 
influential  of  the  three.  Like  many  other  men  of  his  time  ho 
rarely  published  anything  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  it  was  not  till 
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\txj  late  in  life  that  he  empowered  Desmdzeaux  to  issue  an 
aathorised  edition  of  work  that  had  either  circulated  in  manuscript 
or  been  piratically  printed. 

Francois  de  Marcillac  *,  Duke  de  la  Rochefoucauld,  was  bom  io 
Iia  Boohs-     1613  of  one  of  the  noblest  families  of  France.     His 

fouoanid.  father  had  just  been  created  duke  and  peer,  the 
highest  honour  possible  to  a  French  subject,  and  for  many  years 
the  son  was  known  under  the  title  of  Prince  de  Marcillac  He 
was  very  imperfectly  educated,  but  was  early  sent  to  serve  in  the 
army  and  introduced  to  the  court  Young  as  he  was,  he  was 
deeply  engaged  in  the  various  intrigues  against  Richelieu,  chiefly 
in  consequence  of  his  affection  for  the  celebrated  Madame  de 
Chevreuse.  After  Richelieu's  death  and  the  comparative  efface- 
ment  of  Madame  de  Chevreuse,  he  transferred  his  affections  to 
Madame  de  Longueville  and  his  aversion  to  Mazarin.  He  was 
one  of  the  chiefs  of  the  Princes'  party,  and  fought  all  through  the 
Fronde,  winning  a  reputation,  not  so  much  for  military  skill  as 
ftJr  the  most  reckless  bravery.  The  establishment  of  the  royal 
authority  first  sent  him  into  retirement,  and  then  reduced  bJm 
to  the  position  of  an  ordinary  courtier.  This  last  period  of  his 
life  was  distinguished  by  a  third  attachment  to  a  lady  hardly  less 
celebrated  than  either  of  his  former  loves,  Madame  de  la  Fayette, 
the  author  of  La  Princnse  de  C!h)es,  in  which  novel  he  is  said  to 
figure  under  another  name.  He  was  also  an  intimate  friend  of 
Madame  de  S^vign^.  In  the  latter  part  of  his  life  he  suffered 
terribly  from  gout,  and  died  of  that  disease  in  16S0. 

His  Memoirs  have  been  already  noticed.  The  more  famous 
and  fax  more  remarkable  Maxims  w^re  published  shortly  after- 
wards, and  at  once  attained  a  wide  popularity.  The  first  edition 
appeared  in  1665,  and  foiu'  others  were  published,  with  con- 
siderable alterations  and  additions,  during  the  author's  lifetime, 
in  1666,  1671,  1675,  and  1678.  After  his  death  a  sixth  edition 
was  published  by  Claude  Barbin,  containing  fifty  new  maxims, 
the  authenticity  of  which  is  uncertain  but  probable. 

The  fullest  authoritative  edition  of  La  Rochefoucauld's  Maxims 
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contains  504  separate  paragraphs,  to  which,  besides  the  fifty  just 
noticed,  about  another  fifty  can  be  added  by  restoring  those 
which  the  author  suppressed  during  his  lifetime.  The  last,  vhich 
is  avowedly  a  kind  of  appendix,  and  on  a  different  plan  from  the 
others,  extends  to  a  couple  of  pages.  But  the  average  length  of 
the  remainder  is  not  more  than  three  or  four  lines,  and  many  do 
not  contain  more  than  a  dozen  words.  The  art  of  compressing 
thought  and  then  pointedly  expressing  it  has  never  been  pushed  so 
far  except  by  Joubert,  and  hardly  even  by  him.  AU  La  Roche- 
foucauld's maxims,  wilbout  exception,  are  on  ethical  subjects,  and 
with  a  certain  allowance  they  may  be  said  to  be  generally  concerned 
with  the  reduction  of  the  motives  and  conduct  of  men  to  the  single 
principle  of  self-love.  In  consequence,  accusations  of  misanthropy, 
of  unfairness,  of  short-sightedness,  have  been  showered  upon  the 
author  by  those  who  do  not  like  a  spade  to  be  called  a  spade. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  moral  side  of  the  matter  here, 
and  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  La  Rochefoucauld  is  not  an  advocate 
of  the  selfish  or  any  other  school  of  moralists.  He  is  simply  an 
observer,  setting  down  with  the  utmost  literary  skill  the  results  of 
a  long  hfe  of  unusual  experience  in  business  and  pleasure  of  every 
kind.  He  is  a  man  of  science  who  has  got  together  a  large  col- 
lection of  facts,  and  who  expounds  and  arranges  them  on  a  certain 
coherent  and  sufficient  hypothesis.  As  a  work  of  literary  art  the 
result  of  his  exposition  is  unrivalled.  The  whole  of  the  Maxims, 
even  with  the  doubtful  or  rejected  ones,  need  not  occupy  more 
than  a  hundred  pages,  and  they  contain  matter  which  in  the 
hands  of  an  ordinary  writer  would  have  filled  a  dozen  volumes. 
Yet  there  is  no  undue  compression.  It  is  impossible  ever  to 
mistake  the  meaning,  though  the  comprehension  of  the  full 
appUcation  of  that  meaning  depends,  of  course,  on  the  intellectual 
equipment  and  social  experience  of  the  reader.  The  clearness 
with  which  Descartes  had  first  endowed  French  is  here  displayed 
in  its  very  highest  degree.  The  style,  as  was  unavoidable  in  work 
of  the  kind,  is  entirely  devoid  of  ornament.  Imagery  is  wholly 
absent,  and  though  metaphorical  expressions  abound,  they  are  of 
the  plainest  and  simplest  kind  of  metaphor.  The  philosophical 
language  of  the  day  is  present,  but  in  no  very  prominent  measiue. 
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The  motto  of  the  book  (at  least  in  the  fourth  and  fifth  editions), 
'  Nos  vertus  ne  sont  le  plus  souvent  que  dea  vices  d^guis^s,'  is  a 
very  feir  example  of  the  simple  straightforward  fashion  of  La 
Rochefoucauld's  style.  Sometimes,  but  rarely,  the  author  explains 
his  meaning,  and  slightly  lengthens  his  phrase  by  repeating  the 
sentiment  in  a  somewhat  different  form,  as  thus,  '  Le  pl^sir  de 
I'amour  est  d'aimer,  et  I'on  est  plus  heureux  par  la  passion  qu'on 
a  que  par  celle  que  Ton  donne.'  But  even  here  it  is  to  be 
observed  that  the  explanation  is  in  a  manner  necessary  to  take 
off  the  air  of  sententious  enigma,  which  the  words  '  le  plaiair  de 
I'amour  est  d'aimer'  might  have  had  by  themselves.  La  Roche- 
foucauld is  never  enigmatical,  rarely  sententious  merely,  and  is 
almost  indifferent  to  the  production  of  mots.  How  continually 
the  study  of  brevity,  combined  with  precision,  occupied  the  author, 
and  how  severe  he  was  on  any  exuberance,  can  be  seen  very 
instructively  in  the  successive  alterations  of  his  work.  Thus,  in 
the  first  edition  Manim  395  ran,  '  La  jeunesse  est  une  ivresse  con- 
linuelle,  c'est  la  fi^vre  de  la  sant^,  c'est  la  folie  de  la  raison ; '  but  La 
Rochefoucauld  seems  to  have  thought  this  unduly  pleonastic,  and 
it  appears  laler  as  '  La  jeunesse  est  une  ivresse  continuelle,  c'est  la 
fiivre  de  la  raison,'  the  improvement  of  which  in  point  and  fresh- 
ness is  sufficiently  obvious.  The  result  of  this  process  is  that  the 
best  of  these  Maxims  are  absolutely  unrivalled  in  their  own  peculiar 
style,  and  that  all  subsequent  writers  in  the  same  style  have  taken 
their  form  as  a  model,  French  critics  have,  as  a  rule,  rather  under- 
than  over-estimated  the  purely  literary  talent  of  La  Rochefoncauld. 
But  this  is  due  to  two  causes:  first,  to  the  supposed  antagonism  of 
his  spirit  to  conventional  morality ;  secondly,  to  the  feet  that  he 
somewhat  anticipated  the  writers  of  the  particular  period  which 
for  la  century  and  a  half  was  the  idol  of  academic  criticism.  His 
language  is  rather  that  of  Louis  XIIL  than  of  Louis  XIV.,  and  in 
his  words  and  phrases  there  is  a  certain  archaism,  not  to  say  an 
occasional  irregularity,  which  critics  who  look  only  at  the  stop- 
watch apparently  find  it  hard  to  forgive. 

These  critics  generally  give  the  palm  of  style,  as  concerns  writing 

of  this  kind,  to  Jean  de  la  Bmy^re '.   Less  is  known  of  the  personal 
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history  of  this  author  than  of  that  of  any  contemporary  vriCer  of  great 
eminence.  He  was  born  at  Paris,  in  Augnst  1645,  and 
his  family  appears  to  have  been  anciently  connected 
with  the  law.  He  must  have  been  a  man  of  some  means  and  of  good 
education,  for  he  had  just  bought  himself  an  important  financial 
post  at  Caen,  when,  on  the  recommendation  of  Bossuet,  he  was 
appointed  Historical  Preceptor  to  Duke  Louis  of  Bourbon,  the 
grandson  of  Cond^,  in  whose  household  he  continued  till  his  death 
in  1696.  He  had  published  his  Carof/iret  in  iti87,andwaselected 
to  the  Academy  in  1693. 

The  works  of  La  Bniy^e  consist  of  the  CaracHres  just  mentioned, 
of  a  translation  of  Theophrastus,  of  a  few  literary  discourses,  and 
(probably)  of  some  chapters  on  Quietism,  written  on  the  side  of 
his  patron  Bossuet  during  ihe  great  controversy  with  F^nelon,  but 
not  published  till  after  the  author's  death.  The  Caractlres  alone 
are  of  much  importance  or  interest. 

The  design  of  this  curious  and  celebrated  book  is  taken, 
like  its  title,  from  Theophrastus,  but  the  plan  is  very  much 
altered  as  well  as  extended.  Instead  of  copying  directly  the 
abstract  qualities  of  Theophrastus  and  his  brief,  pregnant,  but 
somewhat  artificial  and  jejune  description  of  them,  La  Bruyere 
adopted  a  scheme  much  better  suited  to  his  own  age.  He  took 
for  the  most  part  actual  living  people,  well  known  to  all  his 
readers,  and,  disguising  diem  thinly  under  names  of  the  kind 
which  the  romances  of  the  middle  of  the  century  had  rendered 
fashionable,  made  them  body,  forth  the  characters  he  wished  to 
define  and  satirise.  These  portraits  he  inserted  in  a  framework 
not  altogether  unlike  that  of  the  Montaigne  essay,  preserving  no 
very  consecutive  plan,  but  passing  from  moral  reQection  to  literary 
criticism,  and  from  literary  criUcism  to  one  of  the  half-personal, 
half- moralising  portraits  just  mentioned,  with  remarkable  ease  and 
skill.  The  titles  of  his  chapters  are  rather  more  indicative  of 
their  actual  contents  than  those  of  Montaigne's  essays,  but  they 
represent,  for  the  most  part,  merely  very  elastic  frames,  in  which 
the  author's  various  observations  and  reflections  are  mounted. 
The  result  of  this  variety,  not  to  say  desultoriness,  combined  as  it 
is  with  the  display  of  veijr  great  literary  art,  is  that  La  Bruj^'s 
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is  a  book  of  almost  unparalleled  interest  to  take  up  and  lay  down 
at  odd  moments.  Its  apparently  continuous  form  and  its  inter- 
mixture of  narrative  save  it  from  the  appearance  of  severity  which 
the  avowed  Maxim  or  Pens^e  has ;  while  the  bond  between  the 
different  chapters,  and  even  the  different  paragraphs,  is  so  slight 
that  interruption  is  not  felt  to  be  annoying.  Even  now,  when  the 
lest  of  personal  malice,  which,  as  MaMzieuz  remarked  to  the 
author,  made  him  sure  beforeliand  of  '  plenty  of  readers  and 
plenty  of  enemies,'  is  past,  it  is  a  most  interesting  book  to 
read ;  and  it  is  especially  interesting  to  Englishmen,  because  there 
is  no  doubt  that  the  English  essayists  of  the  Queen  Anne  school 
directly  modelled  themselves  upon  it. 

It  has  been  objected  to  La  Bruyfere  that  he  is  less  of  a  thinker 
than  of  a  clever  writer,  and  there  is  truth  in  the  objection.  He 
was  possessed  of  a  remarkable  shrewdness,  common  sense,  and 
soundness  of  taste;  thus,  for  instance,  he  protests  energetically 
against  the  foolish  pedantry  which  rejected  as  obsolete  many  of 
the  most  useful  and  most  picturesque  words  in  French,  and  so 
sets  himself  directly  against  the  dominant  and  very  unfortunate 
literary  influence  of  his  time,  that  of  Boileau.  Yet  he  himself 
wrote  in  the  fashionable  style,  and  in  the  language  rather  of  Racine 
than  of  Corneille.  A  further  objectiori,  also  a  just  one,  is  that  his 
characters  are  too  much  of  their  age  and  not  of  all  time.  This 
objection,  indeed,  applies  to  almost  all  writers  after  1660,  except 
Molifere,  and  La  Fontaine,  and  La  Rochefoucauld.  But  La 
Bruy^re  (though  there  are  some  sarcastic  insinuations  which  seem 
to  hint  that  his  range  was  wider  than  he  chose  to  show)  is  as 
tmwilling  to  disentangle  himself  from  Versailles  and  Paris  as  his 
English  followers  are  to  extend  their  gaze  to  something  beyond 
'  the  town.'  Nor  is  there  the  force  and  vigour  about  La  Bruj^e's 
moral  reflections  that  there  is  about  La  Rochefoucauld's.  They 
are  frequently  commonplace,  sometimes  even  platitudinous,  and 
the  author  occasionally  falls  into  what  is  perhaps  the  most 
dangerous  pitfall  for  a  moralist  and  social  satirist,  the  adoption  of 
stock  butts  and  types.  It  is  indeed  most  probable  that  La  Bruyfere 
was  one  of  those  who,  according  to  a  famous  phrase  of  his  enemy 
and  successor,  Fontenelle,  'may  have  their  hands  full  of  truth,  but 
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may  not  care  to  open  more  than  their  lilile  linger.'  He  was  not,  like 
La  Rochefoucauld,  a  great  noble  with  the  liberty  of  ihe.  Fronde  in 
his  mind,  buC  a  man  of  no  exalted  rank,  living  in  the  most  abso- 
lute period  of  Louis  the  Fourteenth's  rule.  His  remark  that  'les 
grands  sujets  sont  d^fendus  '  is  a  pregnant  one,  especially  when  it 
is  remembered  how  near  to  the  '  grands  sujets '  (as,  for  instance,  in 
his  oblique  denunciation  of  the  misery  of  the  French  peasantry)  he 
sometimes  goes.  But  his  style,  though  looser  than  that  of  his 
forerunner,  and  destitute  of  the  character  of  sharp  and  enduring 
sculpture  which  is  impressed  on  the  Maxims,  is  a  model  of  ease, 
grace,  and  fluency  without  weakness '. 

'  Under  the  head  of  this  chapter,  in  an  exhaustive  histoiy,  not  a  few 
classes  of  writers  might  be  ranged.  Such  ate.  besides  great  nunil)ers  of  miscel- 
laneous writers  of  criticism  from  Coroeille  m  his  Eiamins  downwards,  the 
classical  commentators,  editors,  and  translators.  Few  of  these  have  left  a  very 
endnring  reputation.  In  the  earlier  part  of  the  century  Perrot  d'Ablancourt,  a 
fertile  translator,  may  be  mentioned.  His  work  was  so  free  that  his  versions 
were  called  'les  belles  inlid^les,'  but  Boiteau  himself  admitled  that  he  was  a 
master  of  French  style.  In  the  latter  part  the  best-known  and  perhaps  the  most 
remarkable  name  is  that  of  the  still  famous  Madame  Dacier.  Many  of  the 
early  members  of  the  Academy,  and  some  who  never  attained  to  its  ranks,  have 
left  a  reputation  more  anecdotic  than  strictly  literary,  such  as  Manage  (a  repre- 
sentative of  the  class),  Cotin.  Costar,  Bautru,  etc.  But  they  can  only  be  allu<]ed 
to  here.  Law  also  conlributed  in  the  person  of  Patru,  a  writer  for  the  most 
pnrt  on  professional  topics,  but  occasionally  on  literature,  who  is  ranked  by 
Boileau  with  Periot  d'Ablancourt  in  respect  of  style. 
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CHAPTER  VI. 


PHILOSOPHERS. 


The  history  of  literature  and  the  histoiy  of  philosophy  touch 
each  other  only  at  certain  points  of  their  course.  There  are  periods 
(the  nineteenth  century  itself  is  perhaps  an  example)  when  the 
study  of  philosophy  is  almost  divorced  from  style.  There  are 
others  when  the  two  are  intimately  wedded.  Nowhere  is  this 
latter  more  the  case  than  in  the  seventeenth  century,  and  in 
France.  Much  of  the  most  excellent  writing  of  the  time  was 
directed  to  philosophic  subjects.  But  it  so  happened  that  the 
great  reformer  of  philosophy  in  France  was  also  the  greatest 
reformer  of  her  prose  style,  and  that  his  greatest  disciple  carried 
philosophical  writing,  as  far  as  style  is  concerned,  to  very  nearly, 
if  not  quite,  the  highest  pitch  which  it  has  yet  attained  in  French. 
We  shall  not  have  to  concern  ourselves  in  more  than  the  very 
slightest  degree  with  the  subject  of  the  writings  of  Descartes  and 
Malebranche,  but  they  have  as  legitimate  a  place  in  the  history  of 
French  literature  as  they  have  in  that  of  European  philosophy. 

Ren^  Descartes'  was  born  at  La  Haye  in  Touraine  on  the  31st 
of  March,  1596.  His  family  belonged  by  descent  to 
the  province  in  which  he  was  bom,  but  by  occupation 
and  official  posidon  (as  well  it  would  seem  as  by  possessions) 
to  Britanny.  It  was  of  noble  rank,  though  only  of  noblesse 
it  robe,  and  possessed  enough  landed  properly  to  leave  estates 
and  territorial  designations  to  two  sons.  Thus  Ren^  was  Seigneur 
du  Perron,   though,  quite  contrary  to  the  wont  of  the  day,  he 

'  Not  fnllf  edited  fet  Cousin's  edition  is  the  fullest,  but  the  important 
Fnncb  wotki  figure  in  nuny  popDlar  collectioni  and  are  easily  acceisible. 
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never  made  use  of  the  title.  He  was  of  weak  health  both  at  this 
time  and  afterwards,  and,  unlike  most  of  his  contemporaries, 
did  not  begin  bis  studies  very  early.  In  1604  he  was  sent  to  the 
Jesuit  College  of  La  Flfeche,  and  remained  there  nearly  eight  years. 
After  a  short  stay  at  home  he  was  sent  to  Paris,  where  he  divided 
his  time  between  ordinary  pursuits  and  amusements  on  the  one 
hand,  and  bard  study  on  the  other.  In  1617,  when  he  had  just 
attained  his  majority,  he  joined  the  army  as  a  volunteer,  and  the 
outbreak  of  the  Thirty  Years'  War  soon  gave  him  plenty  of  em- 
ployment. He  visited  various  parts  of  Europe,  partly  on  duty, 
partly  as  an  ordinary  traveller.  First  he  served  for  two  years  at 
Breda  under  Prince  Maurice  of  Nassau,  pursuing  the  same  mixture 
of  study  and  routine  employments.  Then  he  went  to  Germany, 
where  in  his  winter  quarters  his  great  philosophical  idea,  as  he  has 
told  in  memorable  words,  flashed  across  him.  He  served  in 
various  parts  of  the  empire,  and  in  Hungary  and  Bohemia,  but  left 
the  army  in  1621  and  went  to  Holland,  experiencing  on  the  way 
a  curious  and  dangerous  adventure.  After  a  year  at  the  Hague" 
he  went  home,  and  was  put  in  possession  of  his  share  of  his 
mother's  property.  He  visited  Italy,  where  he  made  a  pilgrimage 
to  Loretto,  then  returned  to  France,  and  dwelt  in  Paris  for  some 
time ;  resuming  however  his  military  character  for  a  while,  and 
serving  at  the  siege  of  La  Rochelle.  At  last,  in  1628,  being  then 
thirty-two  years  old,  he  left  the  service  finally,  and  gave  himself  up 
wholly  to  the  study  of  philosophy.  For  this  purpose  he  redred  to 
Holland,  where  he  was  still  somewhat  restless*.  But  his  chief 
centres  were  successively  Amsterdam,  Egmond,  not  far  from 
Aikmaar,  and  Endegeest,  within  easy  distance  of  the  Hague.  He 
returned  to  France  more  than  once,  and  was  asked  to  settle  at 
court,  receiving  from  Mazarin  a  pension  of  3000  livres.  But  the 
troubles  of  the  Fronde  made  Paris  a  distasteful  and  unsuitable 
residence  for  him.  He  then  accepted,  at  the  end  of  1649,  an 
invitation  from  Queen  Christina  of  Sweden  and  went  to  Stock- 
holm, where  the  severe  weather  and  the  gracious  habit  which  the 
queen  had  of  summoning  him  for  discussion  at  five  o'clock  in  the 
morning  (he  had  all  his  life  when  not  on  active  service  made  a 
*  He  wu  'ai  leitlesE  as  a  byxiui,'  sajii  De  Qnincey,  not  unjmtly. 
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point  of  not  rising  till  eleven),  put  an  end  to  his  life,  by  inflamma- 
tion of  the  lungs,  on  Feb.  ir,  1650. 

The  works  of  Descartes  are  numerous,  though  few  of  them  are 
of  very  great  extent.  He  wrote  a  treatise  (not  now  extant)  on  the 
art  of  fencing  when  he  was  but  sixteen ;  and  during  the  succeeding 
years  small  treatises  on  different  points,  chiefly  of  mathematics 
and  natural  theoli^y,  constantly  issued  from  his  pen,  though  be 
was  not  a  ready  writer.  The  works  which  alone  concern  us  here 
are  his  famous  Discours  dt  h  Mithode,  1637,  and  his  letters.  The 
Meditations,  of  equal  importance  philosophically  with  the  Discours, 
and  the  Principia  Phtlosopkia,  a  rehandling  of  the  two,  were 
originally  published  in  Latin.  No  attempt  can  here  be  made  to 
give  any  account  of  Descartes'  mathematical,  physical,  and  meta- 
physical speculations,  or  of  the  means  by  which  he  endeavoured 
to  work  out  his  great  principle,  that  all  knowledge  springs  from 
certain  ideas  clearly  and  distinctly  conceived,  and  is  deducible 
mathematically,  or  rather  logically,  from  these  principles. 

Until  and  including  Victor  Cousin,  who,  though  his  own  style 
has  some  drawbacks,  was  a  keen  judge  and  a  fervent  admirer  of 
the  best  classical  French,  French  writers  have  always  regarded  the 
style  of  Descartes  as  one  of  the  most  remarkable,  and  above  all 
the  most  original  in  the  language.  There  cannot  be  the  slightest 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  any  one  historically  acquainted  with  that 
language,  and  accustomed  to  judge -style  critically,  that  the  opinion 
is  a  thoroughly  sound  one.  Of  late,  however,  there  have  been 
dissidents,  and  their  opinion  has  been  strangely  adopted  by  a  . 
modern  EngUsh  biographer  of  Descartes '.  Coniroversy  as  a  rule  is 
out  of  place  in  these  pages,  but  on  this  particular  point,  involving 
as  it  does  one  of  the  most  important  questions  in  French  literary 
history — the  proper  distribution  of  the  epochs  of  style — an  excep- 
tion must  be  made.  According  to  Dr.  Mahaflf/s  view  it  is 
Descartes'  few  letters  to  Balzac  which  have  gained  him  a  reputa- 
tion for  style,  but  he  is  '  seldom  more  than  clear  and  correct ; '  he 
is  'seldom  grand,  not  often  amusing.'  The  temptation  to  enlarge 
on  this  singular  definition  of  stj'le  as  that  which  is  grand  or 
amusing  must  be  resisted.  Those  who  have  followed  the  foregoing 
'  The  Provosl  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Dmarlts.     Edinbnrgh,  1S80. 
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pages  will  perceive  (hat  the  refusal  to  recognise  in  a  writer  who  is 
'  seldom  more  than  clear  and  correct '  (Descartes  is  a  great  deal 
more  than  this,  but  no  matter)  the  characteristics  of  a  master  of 
style  arises  from  ignorance  of  what  the  characteristics  alid  draw- 
backs of  French  style  had  hitherto  been. 

Prose  style  may  be  divided,  as  conveniently  as  in  any  other 
way,  into  the  style  of  description  or  narration,  and  the  style  of 
discussion  or  argument.  The  former  deals  with  the  imagination, 
with  the  passions,  with  outward  events,  with  conversation;  the 
latter  with  the  reason  only.  The  former  propounds  images,  the 
latter  ideas,  The  former  constructs  a  picture,  the  latter  reduces 
words  to  their  simplest  terms  as  symbols  of  thought  French  had 
been  making  very  rapid  progress  in  the  former  division  of  style, 
though  there  was  much  left  lo  be  done ;  in  the  latter  it  was  yet 
entirely  at  its  rudiments.  Before  Descartes  there  are  three  masters 
of  this  latter  style,  and  three  only,  Rabelais,  Calvin,  and  Mon- 
taigne. There  is  little  doubt  that  Rabelais  might  have  anticipated 
Descartes,  had  it  not  been  for  the  fact,  first,  that,  except  on  rare 
occasions,  he  chose  to  wrap  himself  in  the  grotesque ;  and,  secondly, 
that  he  came  before  the  innovations  of  the  Pl^iade  had  enriched 
the  language,  and  the  reaction  against  the  Pl^iade  had  pruned  off 
the  superfluity  of  richness.  Calvin  was  also  exposed  to  this  second 
drawback,  and  had  besides  a  defect  of  idiosyncrasy  in  a  certain 
dryness  and  heaviness  allied  with,  and  partly  resulting  from,  a  too 
close  adherence  to  Latin  forms.  Montaigne  again,  like  Rabelais, 
deliberately  refuses  to  be  bound  by  the  mere  requirements  of 
argument,  and  expatiates  into  all  sorts  of  digressions,  partaking 
of  the  other  style,  the  style  of  description.  If  any  one  will  take 
the  famous  passage  of  Descartes  already  referred  to  (the  passage 
in  which  he  describes  how  being  in  winter  quarters,  with  nothing 
to  do  and  sitting  all  day  long  by  a  warm  stove,  he  started  the 
train  of  thought  which  ended  or  began  in  Cogilo  ergo  sum),  and, 
having  a  good  acquaintance  with  the  three  authors  just  mentioned, 
will  imagine  how  the  same  facts  and  arguments  would  have 
appeared  in  their  language,  he  will  not  find  it  difficult  to  realise 
the  difference.  The  grotesque  by-play  and  the  archaic  vocabulary 
of  Garganlua,  the  garrulous  digression  and  anecdote  of  the  £ssqys, 
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are  not  more  etrikingly  absenl  than  the  jejune  scholastidsm  which 
is  the  worse  side  of  Calvin's  grave  and  noble  style.  The  author 
does  not  think  it  necessary  to  attract  his  readers  with  ornament, 
nor  to  repel  them  with  dry  and  barren  marshalling  of  technicalities. 
All  is  simple,  straightforward,  admirably  clear,  but  at  the  same 
time  the  prose  is  fluent,  modulated,  harmonious,  and  possesses,  if 
not  the  grace  of  superadded  ornament,  those  of  perfect  proportion 
and  unerring  choice  of  words. 

As  a  prose  writer  Descartes  is  generally  compared  to  his  con- 
temporary, and  in  some  sort  predecessor,  Balzac,  and  his  advantage 
over  the  author  of  the  Socrale  Chretien  is  stated  to  lie  chiefly  in  the 
superiority  of  his  matter.  This  is  not  quite  the  fact.  Balzac  had, 
indeed,  aimed  at  the  simplicity  and  classical  perfection  of  Descartes, 
but  he  had  not  attained  it;  he  still  has  much  of  the  quaintness 
of  Montaigne,  though  it  must  be  remembered  that  in  comparisons 
of  this  kind  censure  bestowed  on  the  authors  compared  is  relative 
not  positive,  and  that  Descartes  could  no  more  have  written  the 
Essays  than  Montaigne  the  Discours.  Descartes  has  almost 
entirely  discarded  this  quaintness,  which  sometimes  passed  into 
what  is  called  in  French  clinquant,  that  is  to  say,  tawdry  and 
grotesque  ornament.  It  is  a  peculiarity  of  his  that  no  single 
description  of  his  sentences  fully  describes  their  form.  They  are 
always  perfectly  clear,  but  they  are  sometimes  very  long.  Their 
length,  however,  as  is  the  case  with  some  English  authors  of  the 
same  century,  is  more  apparent  than  real,  the  writer  having  chosen 
to  link  by  conjunctions  clauses  which  are  independently  finished, 
and  which,  by  different  punctuation  even  without  the  omission  of 
the  conjunction,  might  stand  alone.  The  mistake  of  saying  that 
Descartes  is  nothing  more  than  clear  and  correct  can  only  arise 
from  an  imperfect  appreciation  of  the  language.  Let,  for  instance, 
his  condemnation  of  scholastic  method  in  the  Discours  be  taken. 
Here  the  matter  is  interesting  enough,  and  the  comparison  with 
the  gorgeous  but  unphilosophtcal  disdain  which  Bacon  is  wont  to 
pour  on  the  studies  of  the  past  is  interesting  also.  But  we  are 
busied  with  the  form.  In  the  first  place,  any  one  must  be  struck 
with  the  modemness  of  the  phrase  and  style.  With  insignificant 
exceptions  there  is  notliing  which  would  not  be  most  excellent 
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French  to-day.  Further  examination  of  (he  phrase  will  show  that 
there  is  much  more  in  it  than  mere  clearness  and  correctness, 
admirably  clear  and  correct  as  it  is.  There  is  no  '  spilth  of 
adjectives,'  as  it  has  been  termed.  The  words  are  just  so  many 
as  are  necessaiy  for  clear,  correct,  and  elegant  expression  of  the 
thought.  But  it  is  in  the  selection  of  them  that  the  master  of  style 
appears.  The  happy  phrase,  '  La  gentillesse  des  fables  reveille 
I'esprit ; '  the  comparison  of  the  reading  of  the  best  authors  not 
merely  to  a  conversation,  but  a  eonvtrsaiion  ituiUe,  in  which  the 
speakers  '  show  only  their  best  thoughts ; '  the  contrast  between 
eloquence  and  poetry  (too  often  forgotten  by  the  writer's  country- 
men) J  the  ironic  touch  '  in  the  eulogium  on  philosophy  ;  all  these 
things  show  style  in  its  very  rarest  and  highest  form — the  form 
which  enables  the  writer  to  say  the  most,  and  to  say  it  most  forcibly 
with  the  least  expenditure  of  the  stores  of  the  dictionary.  One 
sees  at  once  that  the  requirement  of  one  of  the  greatest  French 
writers  of  our  lime,  that  the  master  of  style  'shall  be  able  to 
express  at  once  any  idea  that  presents  itself  requiring  expression,' 
is  fully,  and  more  than  fully,  met  by  Descartes  ;  and  one  sees  also 
how  the  miracles  of  expression  which  Pascal,  La  Rochefoucauld, 
Bossuet,  were  to  produce  became  possible,  and  who  showed  them 
the  way.  It  may  be  asserted,  without  the  slightest  fear,  that  the 
more  thoroughly  Descartes  is  studied  with  the  necessary  apparatus 
of  knowledge,  the  more  firmly  will  his  claims  in  this  direction  be 
established. 

It  is  not  superfluous  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Dis- 
cours  de  la  Me'thode  appeared  within  a  few  months  of  the  Cii. 
Thus  it  happened  that  the  first  complete  models  of  French 
classical  style  in  prose  and  verse,  and  two  of  the  most  remarkable 
examples  of  that  style  which  have  ever  been  produced,  were  given 
to  the  public  as  nearly  as  possible  contemporaneously.  This  fact, 
and  the  brilliant  group  of  imitators  who  almost  immediately  availed 
themselves  of  the  examples,  prove  satisfactorily  how  powerful  were 
the  influences  which  produced  the  change,  and  over  how  wide  a 
circle  they  worked.    As  the  influence  of  Descartes  was  thus  no 
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less  literary  than  philosophical,  it  followed  naturjily  enough  that 
his  school  (which  soon  included  almost  all  the  men  of  intellectual 
eminence  in  France)  preserved  literary  as  well  as  philosophical 
traditions.  This  school,  so  far  as  it  concerns  French  literature, 
may  be  said  to  have  produced  two  remarkable  individuals  and  one 
remarkable  group.  The  group  was  the  school  of  Port  Royal ;  the 
individuals  were  Malebranche  and  Bayte. 

We  are  not  here  concerned  with  the  religious  fortunes  of  the  com- 
munity of  Port  Royal  *.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  it  was  originally 
Port  fio  «L  ^  nunnery  at  no  great  distance  from  Versailles,  that  it 
underwent  a  great  religions  revival  under  the  influence 
of  St.  Francis  de  Sales  and  M^e  Angdlique  Amauld,  and  that, 
chiefly  owing  to  the  inspiration  of  the  Abb^  de  St  Cyran,  there  was 
engrafted  on  it  a  community  of  SoUlaires  of  the  other  sex,  who 
busied  themselves  in  study,  in  religious  exercises,  in  manual  labour, 
and  in  the  education  of  youth.  The  society  was  early  imbued  with 
Jansenist  principles,  which  brought  it  into  violent  conflict  with  the 
Jesuits,  and  eventually  led  to  its  persecution  and  destruction,  It 
was  also  the  head-quarters  of  a  somewhat  modified  Cartesianism, 
and  this,  with  its  importance  as  a  centre  of  literary  instruction  and 
its  intimate  connection  with  many  famous  men  of  letters,  such  as 
Pascal,  Nicole,  and  Racine,  gives  it  a  place  in  the  history  of  litera- 
ture. The  most  remarkable  work  of  an  educational  kind  which 
proceeded  from  it  was  the  famous  Port  Royal  Logic,  or '  Art  of 
Thinking,'  which  seems  to  have  been  a  work  of  collaboration, 
Amauld  and  Nicole  being  the  chief  authors.  This,  though  open 
to  criticism  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  logician,  had  a  very  great 
influence  in  making  the  methodical  treatment  and  clear  luminous 
exposition  which  were  characteristic  of  the  Cartesian  school  com- 
mon in  French  writers.  Of  the  two  authors  just  mentioned,  Amauld 
was  the  greater  thinker,  Nicole  by  far  the  better  writer.  He  was, 
in  fact,  a  sort  of  minor  Pascal,  his  Letlrts  sur  la  Visionnairis  cor- 
responding to  the  Provineiales  of  his  greater  contemporary,  while 
he  was  the  author  of  Pens&s,  which,  unlike  Pascal's,  were  regularly 
finished,  and  which,  though  much  inferior  to  them,  have  something 

'  Sainte-Beuve,  Perl  Rtyal.   6  vol*.    Puii,  1859-61. 


Ch.  VI.]  Philosophers.  347 

of  the  same  character.  The  intellectual  activity  of  Port  Roval  was 
very  considerable,  but  most  of  it  was  directed  into  channels  which 
were  not  purely  literary,  owing  partly  to  incessant  controversies 
brought  on  by  the  differences  between  the  community  and  the 
Jesuits,  partly  to  the  cultivation  of  philosophical  subjects.  The  . 
age  was  perhaps  the  most  controversial  that  Europe  has  ever  seen, 
and  the  comparative  absence  of  periodicals  (which  were  only  in 
their  infancy)  threw  the  controversies  necessarily  into  book  form, 
as  letters,  pamphlets,  or  even  volumes  of  considerable  size.  But  no 
very  large  portion  of  this  controversial  matter  deserves  the  name 
of  literature,  and  much  of  it  was  written  in  Latin.  Thus  Gassendi, 
the  upholder  of  Neo-Epicurean  opinions  in  opposition  to  Descartes, 
and  beyond  all  question  the  greatest  French  philosopher  of  the 
century  after  Descartes  and  Malebranche,  hardly  belongs  to  French 
literature,  though  his  Latin  works  are  of  great  bulk  and  no  small 
literary  merit.  The  Gassendian  school  soon  gave  birth  to  a  small 
but  infiuential  school  of  materialist  freethinkers.  What  may  be 
called  the  school  of  orthodox  doubt,  which  had  been  represented 
by  Montaigne  and  Charron,  had,  as  has  been  said,  a  representative 
in  La  Mothe  le  Vaycr.  But  this  special  kind  of  scepticism  was 
already  antiquated,  if  not  obsolete,  and  it  was  succeeded,  on  the  one 
^de,  by  the  above-mentioned  freethinkers,  who  were  also  to  a  great 
extent  free  livers ',  and  whose  most  remarkable  literary  figure  was 
Saint-Evremond ;  on  the  other,  by  a  school  of  learned  Pyrrhonists, 
whose  most  remarkable  representative  in  every  respect  was  Pierre 


Bayle  was  bora  in  the  south  of  France  in  1 647,  and,  like  almost 
all  the  men  of  letters  of  his  time,  was  educated  by  the 
Jesuits.  He  was  of  a  Protestant  family,  and  was  con- 
verted by  his  teachers,  his  conversion  being  however  so  little  of  a 
'  These  men,  such  as  Snint-Ibal,  Bardonvitle,  Desban^Rui,  and  otbers, 
figure  largely  in  the  anecdotic  history  of  the  time.  In  the  persons  of  Th^iiphile 
and  Saint -Evremond  they  touch  on  literature  ;  but  for  the  most  part  they  were 
chiefly  distingnished  by  revolting  coarseness  and  blasphemy  of  expression,  and 
by  a  childish  delight  in  ontraging  religious  sentiment,  which  was  often  changed 
'  into  abject  terror  or  hypocritical  compliance  as  death  approached.  They  were 
GODUDOnly  called  philossphts,  a  degradation  of  the  word  which  was  not  much 
mended  in  the  next  ceniuiy,  thoogb  it  then  acquired  a  more  itriclty  literary 
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solid  one  that  he  reverted  to  Protestantism  in  leas  than  two  ^ears. 
After  this  he  resided  for  some  time  in  Switzerland,  studying  Car- 
tesianism.  In  1675  he  was  made  Professor  of  Philosophy  at 
Sedan,  a  post  which  he  held  for  six  years,  moving  thence  to 
Rotterdam.  Here  he  began  to  write  numerous  articles  and  works 
in  the  periodicals,  which  were  slowly  becoming  fashionable,  especi- 
ally in  Holland,  They  were  mostly  critical,  and  dealt  with  scientific, 
historical,  philosophical,  and  theological  subjects.  Bayle's  utter- 
ances on  the  latter  subject,  and  especially  his  pleas  for  toleration, 
brought  him  into  a  troublesome  controversy  with  Jurieu,  and  in 
1693  he  was  deprived  of  his  professorship,  or  at  least  of  his  right 
to  lecture.  He  then  devoted  himself  to  the  femous  Dictionary 
which  is  identified  with  his  name,  and  which,  though  by  no  means 
the  first  encyclopaedia  of  modern  times  (for  Alsten,  Moreri,  Hoff- 
mann, and  others  had  preceded  him  within  the  century),  was  by  far 
the  most  influential  and  most  original  yet  produced.  It  appeared 
in  1696,  and  brought  him  new  troubles,  which  were  not  however  of 
a  serious  character.    He  died  in  1 706. 

The  scepticism  of  which  Bayle  was  the  exponent  was  purely 
critical  and  intellectual.  He  was  not  in  the  least  an  enemy  of  the 
moral  system  of  Christianity,  nor  even,  it  would  appear,  an  enemy 
to  Christianity  itself  But  his  intellect  was  constitutionally  disposed 
to  see  the  objections  to  all  things  rather  than  the  arguments  in 
their  favour,  and  to  take  a  pleasure  in  stating  these  objections. 
Thus,  though  he  ivas  after  his  religious  oscillations  nominally  an 
orthodox  Protestant,  the  tendency  of  his  works  was  to  impugn 
points  held  by  Protestants  and  Catholics  alike,  and  though  he  was 
nominally  a  Cartesian,  he  was  equally  far  from  yielding  an  implicit 
belief  10  the  doctrines  of  Descartes.  His  most  famous  work  is  the 
reverse  of  methodical.  The  subjects  are  chosen  almost  at  random, 
and  are  very  frequently  nothing  but  pegs  on  which  to  hang  notes 
and  digressions  in  which  the  author  indulges  his  critical  and 
dissolvent  faculty.  Nor  is  the  style  by  any  means  a  model. 
But  il  is  lively,  clear,  and  interesting,  and  no  doubt  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  the  vast  popularity  of  his  book  in  the  eighteenth 
centUT^',  Bayle  bad  a  strong  influence  on  Voltaire,  and  though 
he  had  less  to  do  with  his  follower's  s^le  than  Saint -Evremond 
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'and  Pascal,  he  is  nearer  to  him  in  spirit  than' either.  The  dif- 
ference perhaps  may  be  said  lo  be  that  Bayle's  pleasure  in 
negative  criticism  is  almost  purely  inteltectual.  There  is  but  litde 
in  him  of  the  half-childish  mischievousnesB  which  distingiuishes 
Voltaire. 

Cartesianism  was  not  less  likely  than  its  opposites  to  lead  to 
philosophical  scepticism,  but  in  the  main  its  professors,  taking  their 
master's  conduct  for  model,  remained  orthodox.  In  that  case, 
however,  the  Cartesian  idealism  bad  a  tendency  to  pass  into 
mysticism.  Of  those  in  whom  it  took  this  fonn  mb1«. 
Nicolas  Malebranche'  was  the  unquestioned  chief,  branaho. 
He  was  bom  at  Paris,  where  his  fkther  held  a  lucrative  office,  in 
1638,  and  from  his  birth  had  very  feeble  health.  When  he  was 
of  age  he  became  an  Oratorian,  and  passed  the  whole  of  his  long 
life  in  study  and  literary  work,  sometimes  being  engaged  in  con- 
troversies on  the  compatibility  of  his  system — the  lamous  '  Vision 
in  God,'  and  '  Spiritual  Existence  in  God ' — with  orthodoxy,  but 
never  receiving  any  formal  censure  from  the  Church.  Despite  his 
■bad  health  he  lived  to  the  age  of  seventy-seven,  dying  in  1713. 
A  curious  story  is  told  of  a  verbal  argument  between  him  and 
Berkeley  on  the  eve  of  his  death.  He  wrote  several  works  in 
French,  such  as  a  TraiU  de  Morale,  Conversations  Mitaphysiquts, 
etc.,  but  his  greatest  and  most  remarkable  contribution  to  French 
literature  is  his  Recherche  4t  la  Ve'ril/,  published  in  1674,  which 
unfolds  his  system.  From  the  literary  point  of  view  the  Recherche 
is  one  of  the  most  considerable  books  of  the  philosophical  class 
ever  produced.  Unlike  the  various  works  of  Descartes  it  is  of  very 
great  length,  filling  three  volumes  in  the  original  edition,  and  a 
thousand  pages  of  close  type  in  the  most  handy  modem  reprint. 
It  also  deals  with  subjects  of  an  exceedingly  abstract  character,  and 
is  not  diversified  by  any  elaborate  illustrations,  any  machinery  like 
that  of  Plato  or  Berkeley,  or  any  passages  of  set  eloquence.  The 
purity  and  beauty  of  the  style,  however,  and  its  extraordinary 
lucidity,  make  it  a  book  of  which  it  is  difficult  to  tire.  The  chief 
ntechanical  difference  between  the  style  of  Maiebranche  and  tiiat 
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of  his  master  is  that  his  sentences  are  shorter.  They  are,  however, 
framed  with  equal  care  as  to  rhythm  and  to  logical  arrangement 
The  metaphor  of  limpidity  is  very  frequently  applied  to  style,  but 
perhaps  there  is  hardly  any  to  which  it  may  be  applied  with  such 
propriety  as  to  the  style  of  Malebranche. 
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CHAPTER  VII. 

THEOLOGIANS  AND  PREACHERS. 

Thekb  is  no  period  in  the  whole  course  of  French  literature  in 
which  theological  writers  and  orators  contribute  so  much  to  literary 
history  as  in  the  seventeenth  century.  The  causes  of  this  energy 
can  only  i>e  summariiy  indicated  here.  They  were  the  various  tequelae 
of  the  Reformation  and  the  counter-reform afion,  the  latter  of  which 
was  in  France  extraordinarily  powerful ;  the  influence  of  Richelieu 
and  Mazarin  in  politics,  which  assured  to  the  Church  a  great  pre- 
dominance in  the  State,  while  its  rival,  the  territorial  aristocracy,  was 
depressed  and  persecuted ;  the  personal  inclination  of  Louis  XIV., 
who  made  up  for  his  loose  manner  of  life  by  the  straitest  doctrinal 
orthodoxy ;  but  perhaps  most  of  all  the  accidental  determination 
of  various  men  of  great  talents  and  energy  to  the  ecclesiastical 
profession.  Bossuet,  Fdnelon,  Bouidaloue,  Massillon,  Fl^chier, 
Mascaron,  Claude,  Saurin,  to  name  no  others,  could  hardly  have 
failed  to  distinguish  themselves  in  any  department  of  literature 
which  they  bad  chosen.  Circumstances  of  accident  threw  them 
into  work  more  or  less  wholly  theological 

This  peculiarity  of  the  century,  however,  belongs  chiefly  to  its 
third  and  fourth  quarters.  The  first  preacher  and  theologian  of 
literary  eminence  in  this  period  belongs  about  equally  to  it  and  to 
the  preceding,  but  his  most  remarkable  work  dates  from  this  time. 
Fran9ois  de  Sales  was  born  at  Annecy  in  1567-  He 
was  destined  for  the  law,  and  completed  his  education  ^  82987* 
for  it  at  Paris,  but  his  vocation  for  the  church  was 
stronger,  and  he  took  orders  in  1593.  He  soon  dis^nguished 
himself  by  reconverting  8  considerable  number  of  persons  to  the 
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Roman  Tonn  of  faith  in  the  district  of  Chablais.  At  the  beginning 
of  the  seventeenth  century  he  preached  at  Paris,  and  afterwards  at 
Dijon.  He  was  soon  made  bishop  of  Geneva,  an  episcopate  which, 
it  need  hardly  be  said,  might  almost  be  described  as  in  partihut 
infidtlium.  But  in  the  south  of  France,  in  Savoy,  and  in  Paris 
itself,  his  influence  was  great.  His  chief  works  are  the  '  Introduc- 
tion to  a  Devout  Life'  (1608),  the  Traiti  dt  CAmour  de  Ditu, 
'Spiritual  Letters'  (to  Madame  de  Chantal),  and  sermons.  His 
style  is  by  no  means  destitute  of  archaism,  but  it  is  clear,  fluent, 
and  agreeable.  He  and  Fenouillet,  bishop  of  Marseilles,  with  other 
preachers  whose  names  are  now  forgotten,  were  the  chief  instru- 
ments in  recovering  the  art  of  sacred  oratory  from  the  low  estate 
into  which  it  had  fallen  during  the  heat  of  the  religious  wars  and 
the  League,  when  it  had  been  disgraced  alternately  by  violence  and 
buffoonery.  But  the  Thirty  Years'  War  and  the  Fronde  were 
again  unfavourable  to  theological  discussion,  except  of  a  quasi- 
political  kind,  and  the  best  spirits  of  this  time  threw  themselves 
into  the  unpopular  direction  of  Jansenism.  The  '  Si^cle  de  Louts 
Quatorze'  proper,  that  is  the  period  subsequent  to  1660,  was  the 
palmy  time,  from  the  literary  point  of  view,  of  theological  eloquence 
and  discussion  in  France, 
Of  the  authors  already  named  Bossuet  deserves  precedence  in 

almost  every  respect  except  that  of  private  character. 

Jacques  Benign  e  Bossuet' was  born  at  Dijon,  in  1627, 
of  a  family  of  distinction  in  the  middle  class.  He  went  to  school 
to  the  Jesuits  in  his  native  town,  and  finished  his  education  at  the 
College  de  Navarre  in  Paris,  receiving  his  doctor's  degree  and  a 
canonry  at  Metz  in  1659.  He  soon  distinguished  himself  both 
as  an  orator  and  a  controversialist,  preached  before  the  king  in  Ad- 
vent 1661,  and  in  1669  was  appointed  to  the  bishopric  of  Condom. 
His  subsequent  appointment  to  the  post  of  tutor  to  the  Dauphin 
made  him  resign  his  bishopric ;  but  on  the  completion  of  his  task 
(in  virtue  of  which  he  had  been  elected  to  the  Academy  in  1680) 
he  was  made  almoner  to  the  prince,  and  in  the  following  year 
received  the  bishopric  of  Meaux.     He  was  soon  after  engaged  in 

'  Bojsuet's  woiks  arc  eitremcly  voluminous.    The  most  important  of  them 
ue  eaiily  obtaiiuible  in  the  CelttcHon  Didet  and  limilac  libraries. 


Ch.  VII.]  Theologians  and  Preachers.  353 

the  Gallican  controversy,  in  which  he  defended  not  so  much  the 
lights  of  the  Church  as  the  claims  of  the  royal  prerogative.  The 
most  unfortunate  incident  of  his  life  was  his  controversy  with 
F^nelon.  Bossuet,  though  thoroughly  learned  in  some  respects, 
was  not  a  man  of  the  widest  culture,  and  the  whole  region  of 
mystical  theology  was  unknown  to  him.  He,  therefore,  mistook 
certain  utterances  of  the  archbishop  of  Cambray,  which  were 
neither  new  nor  alarming,  for  heterodox  innovations,  and  began 
a  violent  polemic  against  him.  Supported  by  the  king,  he  was 
able  to  obtain  a  nominal  victory,  but  the  moral  success  rested  with 
F^nelon,  and  still  more  the  advantage  in  the  literary  duel  Bossuet 
died  in  1704.  His  works  were  very  numerous,  and  of  very  various 
kinds.  His  first  reputation  was,  as  has  been  said,  earned  as  a 
controversialist  (his  principal  adversaries  in  this  respect  were  the 
Protestant  ministers  Ferri  and  Claude)  and  as  a  preacher  on 
general  subjects.  On  his  appointment  to  the  see  of  Condom, 
however,  he  struck  out  a  new  line,  that  of  funeral  discourses 
(praisons  /unibres),  and  produced,  on  the  occasions  of  the  death 
of  the  two  Henriettas  of  England,  mother  and  daughter,  of  the 
great  Cond^,  of  the  Princess- Palatine,  and  of  others,  works  which 
are  undoubtedly  triumphs  of  French  eloquence,  and  which,  with 
the  exception  of  the  best  passages  of  Burke,  are  perhaps  the  only 
things  of  the  kind  comparable  to  the  masterpieces  of  antiquity. 
His  controversial  work  is  equal  in  perfection  of  execution  to  his 
oratory,  the  Exposition  dt  la  Doctrine  de  TMglhe  Calholigue,  and 
still  more  the  Histoin  drs  Variations  des  ^glises  Proleslanles,  being 
deservedly  regarded  as  models  of  their  kind,  notwithstanding  the 
obvious  fallacy  pervading  the  latter.  Of  his  other  works  the  most 
remarkable  (periiaps  the  most  remarkable  of  all  if  originality  of 
conception  and  breadth  of  design  be  taken  into  account)  is  his 
Discours  sur  V  Histoire  UniverseUc  jusqtih  t  Empire  de  Charlemagne, 
This  has,  though  not  universally,  been  held  to  be  the  first  attempt 
at  the  philosophy  of  history,  that  is  to  say,  the  first  work  in  which 
general  history  is  regarded  and  expounded  from  a  single  compre- 
hensive point  of  view,  and  laws  of  a  universal  t^nd  drawn  from  it. 
In  Bossuet's  case  the  point  of  view  is,  of  course,  strictly  theological, 
and  the  laws  are  arranged  accordingly. 
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Bossuet's  character  waa  unamiable,  and,  despite  the  affected 
frankness  with  which  he  spoke  to  the  king,  it  will  always  remain 
a  blot  on  his  memory  that  be  did  not  seriously  protest  either 
gainst  the  loose  life  of  Louis,  or  against  his  ruinous  ambition 
and  lawless  disregard  of  the  rights  of  nations.  There  is,  however, 
no  doubt  whatever  of  his  perfect  sincerity  and  of  tlie  genuineness 
of  his  belief  in  political  autocracy,  provided  that  the  autocrat  was 
a  faithful  son  of  the  Church.  He  was  a  Cartesian,  and  was 
probably  not  unindebted  to  Descartes  for  the  force  and  vigour  of 
his  reasonings,  though  he  was  hardly  so  careful  as  his  master  ^n 
enlarging  the  field  of  his  knowledge  and  assuring  the  vaUdity  of 
hia  premises.  The  extraordinary  majesty  of  his  rhetoric,  perhaps, 
brings  out  by  force  of  contrast  the  occasionally  fallacious  character 
of  his  reasoning,  but  it  must  be  confessed  that  even  as  a  con- 
troversialist he  has  few  equals.  The  rhetorical  excellence  of  the 
Oraisons  and  the  gorgeous  sweep,  not  merely  of  the  language  but 
of  the  conception,  in  the  Hisloire  Vniverselk,  show  him  at  what  is 
really  his  best ;  while  many  isolated  expressions  betray  at  once  an 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  human  heart,  and  a  hardly  surpassed 
faculty  of  clothing  that  knowledge  in  words.  Bossuet  no  doubt 
is  more  of  a  speaker  than  a  writer.  His  excellence  lies  in  the 
wonderful  survey  and  grasp  of  the  subject  (qualities  which  make 
his  favourite  literary  nickname  of  the  '  Eagle  of  Meaux '  more  than 
usually  appropriate),  in  the  contagious  enthusiasm  and  energy  with 
which  he  attacks  his  point,  in  his  inexhaustible  metaphors  and 
comparisons.  He  has  not  the  unfailing  charm  of  Malebranche,  nor 
that  which  belongs  in  a  less  degree,  and  with  more  mannerism, 
to  F^nelon;  he  is  very  unequal,  and  small  blemishes  of  style 
abound  in  him.  Thus,  in  his  most  famous  passage,  the  description 
of  the  sudden  death  of  Henrietta  of  Orleans,  occurs  the  phrase 
'  comme  un  coup  de  lonfterre  cette  ilonnanie  nouvelle,'  a  jingle  of 
words  as  unpleasant  as  it  is  easily  avoided.  But  blemishes  of 
this  kind  (and  it  is,  perhaps,  noteworthy  that  French  is  more 
tolerant  of  them  than  almost  any  other  language  of  equal  literary 
perfection)  disappear  in  tiie  volume  and  force  of  the  torrent  of 
Bossuet's  eloquence.  It  is  fair  to  add  that,  though  he  is  almost 
always  aiming  at  the  sublime,  he  scarcely  ever  oversteps  it,  or  falls 
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into  the  bombastic  and  the  ridiculous.  Even  his  elaborate  enlogy 
(it  would  hardly  be  feir  to  call  it  flattery)  of  the  great  is  so  cunningly 
balanced  by  exposition  of  the  nothingness  of  men  and  things,  that 
it  does  not  strike  the  mind's  eye  with  any  immediate  sense  of 
glaring  impropriety.  The  lack  of  formal  perfection  which  is 
sometimes  noticeable  in  him  is  made  up  to  a  greater  degree 
almost  than  in  any  other  writer  by  the  intense  force  and  convic- 
tion of  the  speaker  and  the  imposing  majesty  of  his  manner.  It  is 
pretty  certain  that  most  attempts  to  imitate  Bossnet  would  result  in 
a  lamentable  failure ;  and  it  is  not  a  little  significant  that  the  only 
two  Frenchmen  who  in  prose  have  shown  themselves  occasionally 
his  rivals,  Michelet  and  Lamennais,  are  among  the  most  uneqtial  of 
writers. 

The  contrast  between  Bossuet  and  his  chief  rival  was  in  all 
respects  greaL  To  begin  with,  F^nelon  was  a  much  younger 
man  than  Bossuet,  belonging  it  might  be  said  almost  to  another 
generation.  He  inherited  some  of  the  noblest  blood  in  France, 
while  Bossuet  was  but  a  rolurier,  and  this  may  have  had  something 
to  do  with  the  more  independent  character  of  F^nelon.  Bossuet 
was  a  vigorous  student  of  certain  defined  branches  of  know- 
ledge, but  of  general  literature  he  took  little  heed.  F^nelon  was 
a  man  of  almost  universal  reading,  and  one  of  the  most  original 
and  soundest  literary  critics  of  his  time,  F^nelon  felt  deeply  for 
the  misery  of  the  French  people;  Bossuet  does  not  appear  to  have 
troubled  himself  about  it  Finally  Bossuet,  with  all  his  merits,  had 
grave  faults  of  moral  character,  while  to  F^nelon — quite  as  Justiy 
as  to  Berkeley — every  virtue  under  heaven  may  be  assigned. 
Francois  de  Salignac  de  la  Mothe-F^nelon  *  was  born  ^^ 

at  the  castle  of  the  same  name  in  the  province  of 
Perigord,  on  August  i6th,  1661.  He  was  educated  first  at  home, 
then  at  Cahors,  and  then  at  the  College  de  Plessis  at  Paris.  He 
finally  studied  in  a  theological  seminary  for  some  years,  and  did 
not  formally  enter  the  Church  till  he  was  four-and- twenty.  He  then 
devoted  himself  partly  to  the  poor,  partly  to  education,  especiaUy 
of  girls,  and  his  treatise  on  this  latter  subject  was  his  first  work. 
'  Theie  is  a  fairly  representative  edition  of  Fdnelon  in  five  vols,  large  Svo. 
Didot.    Separate  works  aie  essily  accessible. 
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Id  1687  he  was  appointed  preceptor  to  the  Duke  de  Bourgogne, 
son  of  Bossuet'3  pupil,  and  heir  to  the  throne.  For  the  duke 
he  wrote  a  great  number  of  books,  among  them  T^l/mague  (or 
at  leaEt  the  first  sketch  of  it).  In  1697  be  was  appointed  arch- 
bishop of  Cambray.  Into  his  connection  with  Madame  Guyon,  the 
celebrated  apostle  of  quietism,  and  his  consequent  quarrel  with 
Bossuet,  there  is  no  need  to  enter  further.  Whichever  of  the 
two  may  have  been  theologically  in  the  right,  there  are  no  two 
opinions  on  the  question  that  Bossuet  was  in  the  wrong,  both  in 
the  acrimony  of  his  conduct  and  the  violence  of  his  language.  In 
the  latter  respect,  indeed,  he  brought  down  upon  himself  a  well- 
deserved  punishment  F^nelon  was  the  mildest  of  men,  but  he 
possessed  a  faculty  of  quiet  irony  inferior  to  that  of  no  man  then 
living,  and  he  used  it  with  effect  in  the  controversy  agmnst 
Bossuet's  declamatory  denunciations.  When,  at  last,  the  matter 
had  been  referred  to  the  Pope,  and  judgment  had  been  given 
against  himself,  F^nelon  at  once  bowed  to  the  decision  and 
acknowledged  his  error.  Louis,  however,  had  many  more  reasons 
for  disliking  him  than  the  mere  odium  theologicum  with  which 
Bossuet  had  inspired  him.  F^nelon  was  known  to  disapprove  of 
much  in  the  actual  government  of  France,  and  the  surreptitious 
publication  of  TiUmaqm  completed  his  disgrace.  He  was  banished 
from  court  and  confined  to  his  diocese,  in  which  he  accordingly 
spent  the  last  pnit  of  his  life,  doing  his  best  to  alleviate  the  misery 
caused  on  the  borders  by  the  war  of  the  Spanish  succesdon,  and 
dying  at  Cambray  in  r7i5. 

F^nelon  was  an  industrious  writer.  Few  of  his  finished  sermons 
have  been  preserved ;  but  these  are  excellent,  as  are  also  his  fables 
written  for  the  Duke  de  Bourgogne,  his  already-mentioned  Education 
dtsFilks,  and  his  Dialogues  des  Moris,  also  written  for  the  Duke,  in 
which  the  form  is  borrowed  from  Lucian,  but  in  which  moral  lessons 
are  substituted  for  mere  satire.  Like  Bossuet,  F^nelon  was  a  Car* 
tedan,  and  bis  l^aiU  de  f  Existence  de  Dim  is  a  philosophico- 
religious  work  of  no  small  meriL  In  literary  history  he  is  remark- 
able for  having  directly  opposed  the  victorious  work  of  Boilcau, 
He  has  left  several  exercises  in  literary  criticism,  such  as  his  Leltrt 
atr  let  Occupations  de  T  Aca^nit  Fran^atse,  one  of  the  latest  of 
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his  works ;  his  Dialogues  sur  r Eloquence,  and  a  contribution  to  the 
famous  dispute  of  ancients  and  modems  in  correspondence  with 
La  Motte.  He  regretted  the  impoverishment  of  the  language,  and 
the  loss  of  much  of  the  energy  and  picturesque  vigour  of  the 
sixteenth  century.  In  his  controversy  with  Eossuet,  though  the 
matter  is  not  strictly  literary,  there  is,  as  has  been  noticed,  much 
admirable  literary  work ;  but  his  chief  claim  to  a  place  in  literary 
history  is,  of  course,  T/Umague,  which  work  he  had  anticipated 
by  the  somewhat  similar  Aventures  ^ Arislonous.  It  has  often  been 
regretted  that  classics  in  any  language  should  be  used  for  purposes 
of  instruction  in  the  rudiments,  and  hardly  any  single  work  has 
suffered  more  from  this  practice  than  T/Umague,  for  learners  of 
French  are  usually  set  to  read  it  long  before  they  have  any  power 
of  literary  appreciation.  A  continuous  narrative,  moreover,  is  about 
the  least  suited  of  all  literary  forms  to  bear  that  process  of  cutting  " 
up  in  short  pieces  which  is  necessary  in  education.  The  pleasure 
of  the  story  is  either  lost  altogether,  or  anticipated  by  surreptitious 
reading  on  the  part  of  the  pupil,  after  which  the  mechanical  plodding 
through  matter  of  which  he  has  already  exhausted  the  interest,  is 
disgusting  enough.  Yet  it  can  hardly  be  doubted  that  if  TdUmaque 
had  not,  in  the  case  of  most  readers,  this  fatal  disadvantage,  its 
beauties  would  be  generally  ackriowledged.  Its  form  is  somewhat 
artificial,  and  the  author  has,  perhaps,  not  escaped  the  error  of  most 
moral  ficUon  writers,  that  of  making  his  hero  too  much  of  a  model 
of  what  ought  to  be,  and  too  little  of  a  copy  of  what  is.  But  the 
story  is  excellently  managed,  the  various  incidents  are  drawn  with 
remarkable  vividness  and  picturesqueness,  the  descriptions  are 
uniformly  excellent,  and  the  style  is  almost  impeccable.  Even 
were  the  moral  sentiments  and  the  general  tendency  of  the  book 
less  excellent  than  they  are,  its  value  as  a  model  of  French  com- 
position would  probably  have  secured  it  something  like  its  present 
place  side  by  side  with  La  Fontaine's  Fables  as  a  school-book.  It 
is  fair  to  add  that  in  the  character  of  Calypso,  where  the  need  of 
the  author  for  a  'terrible  example*  freed  him  from  his  restraints, 
very  considerable  powers  of  character-drawing  are  shown,  and  the 
same  may  be  said  of  not  a  few  of  the  minor  personages. 

The  third  greatest  name  of  the  period  in  this  class  of  men  of 
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letters  is  beyond  all  question  that  of  Massillon.  He,  like  F^nelon, 
belongs  to  the  second,  if  not  the  third,  generation  of  the  Si^e 
de  Louis  Quatorae,  being  nearly  forty  years  younger  than  Bossuet. 
He  was  a  long  liver,  and  his  death  did  not  occur  till  far  into  the 
reign  of  Louis  XV.,  when  the  repntation  of  Voltaire  was  established, 
and  the  eighteenth-century  movement  was  in  full  swing.  But  his 
literary  and  oratorical  activity  had  ceased  for  nearly  a  quarter  -of 
^^^  a  century  at  the  time  of  his  death.  Jean  Bapdste 
Massillon  ^  was  a  native  of  Hi^res,  and  was  bom  on 
June  34,  166^.  His  father  was  a  notary,  and  he  himself  was 
destined  for  the  same  profession ;  but  his  vocation  for  the  Church 
was  strong,  and  he  was  at  last  permitted  to  enter  the  Oratorian 
Congregation.  His  aptitude  for  preaching  was  soon  discovered, 
and  when  very  young  he  distinguished  himself  by  Oraisms  Funi- 
*  bret  on  the  archbishops  of  Lyons  and  Vienne.  He  was  of  a 
retiring  disposition,  and,  wishing  to  avoid  publicity,  joined  a  stricter 
order  than  that  of  the  Oratory,  but  was  induced,  and  indeed 
ordered,  by  the  Cardinal  de  Noailles,  who  heard  him  preach  in  his 
new  abode,  not  to  hide  his  light  under  a  bushel,  but  to  come  to 
Paris  and  do  the  Church  service.  He  obeyed,  and  was  established 
in  the  capital  in  1696.  His  fame  soon  became  great,  and  he 
preached  before  the  king  more  than  one  course  of  sermons.  He 
was  appointed  bishop  of  Clermont  in  1717,  and  in  the  same  year 
preached  the  celebrated  Pelil  Carime,  or  course  of  Lent  sermons, 
before  Louis  XV.  In  1719  he  was  elected  of  the  Academy.  He 
preached  his  last  sermon  at  Paris  in  1733,  and  then  redred  to 
his  diocese,  where  he  spent  the  last  twenty  years  of  his  life,  dying 
of  apoplexy  at  the  age  of  eighty,  Sept.  eS,  1743. 

Massillon  has  usually,  and  justly,  been  considered  the  greatest 
preacher,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word,  of  France.  Only  Bossuet 
and  Bourdaloue  could  contest  this  position ;  and  though  both  pre- 
ceded him,  and  he  owed  much  to  both,  he  excels  both  in  sermons 
properly  so  called.  Bossuet  was,  perhaps,  a  greater  orator,  if  the 
finest  parts  of  his  work  only  are  taken ;  but  he  was,  as  has  been 
said,  unequal,  and  in  the  two  great  objects  of  tlie  preacher,  es- 
'  Edition  as  in  F^nelon's  case.  Selections  of  all  the  orthodox  seimon  writers 
arc  ahuiidanL 
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position  of  doctrine  and  effect  upon  the  consciences  of  his  heaters, 
he  was  admittedly  inferior  to  Massillon.  The  latter,  moreover,  has, 
of  aU  French  preachers  (for  F^nelon,  it  must  be  remembered,  has 
left  but  few  sermons),  the  purest  style,  and  possesses  the  greatest 
range.  His  special  function  was  considered  to  be  persuasion ;  yet 
few  pulpit  orators  have  managed  the  sterner  parts  of  their  duty 
more  forcibly.  Massillon's  sermon  on  the  Prodigal  Son,  and  that 
on  the  Deaths  of  the  Just  and  the  Unjust,  are  models  of  his  style. 
It  is,  moreover,  very  much  to  his  credit  that  he  was  the  most 
uncompromising,  despite  his  gentleness,  of  all  the  great  preachers 
of  the  time,  and,  therefore,  the  least  popular  at  court  Louis  the 
Fourteenth's  famous  epigram,  to  the  effect  that  other  preachers 
made  him  contented  with  them,  but  Massillon  made  him  discon- 
tented with  himself,  was  somewhat  comically  illustrated  by  the 
fact  that,  after  the  second  course  of  sermons  preached  before 
him,  that  of  Lent. 1704,  the  preacher,  though  then  in  the  very 
height  of  his  powers,  was  never  asked  again  to  preach  at  court. 
We  are,  however,  more  concerned  with  the  manner  than  with  the 
matter  of  his  orations.  He  had  (after  the  example  of  Bourdaloue, 
it  is  true)  entirely  discarded  the  frippery  of  erudition  with  which 
most  of  his  predecessors  had  been  wont  to  load  their  sermons,  as 
well  as  the  occasional  oddities  of  gesticulation  and  anecdote  which 
had  once  been  fashionable.  His  style  is  simple,  straightforward, 
and  yet  extremely  elegant.  In  the  commonplaces  of  French  literary 
history  of  the  old  school  he  is  called  the  Racine  of  the  pulpit, 
a  compliment  determined  by  the  extreme  purity  and  elegance  of 
his  style,  but  not  otherwise  very  applicable,  inasmuch  as  one  chief 
characteristic  of  Massillon  is  an  energy  and  masculine  vigour  of 
expression  in  which  Racine  is,  for  the  most  part,  wanting. 

If  we  have  postponed  Bourdaloue  to  Massillon,  despite  the 
order  of  chronology,  it  has  been  in  accordance  with  Bourdaloue's 
own  remark  when  Massillon  made  his  first  reputation,  '  He  must 
increase,  but  I  must  decrease.'  This  remark  is  characteristic  of 
the  disposition  of  the  man,  which  was  as  stainless  as  Massillon's 

own.     Louis  Bourdaloue  was  born  at  Bourges  on  the  „       ,  , 

,     ,  ,  ,  ,  ,      BourdaUme. 

20th  August,  103a,  and  was  thus  not  many  years  the 

junior  of  Bossuet     He  entered  the  Society  of  Jesus  early,  and 
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served  it  as  professor  of  philosophy  and  kindred  subjects.  But 
his  superiors  soon  discovered  his  talents  as  a  preachei,  and  he 
was  sent  to  make  his  way  before  the  court,  where  he  became  a 
great  favourite,  especially  with  Madame  de  S^vign^,  who  was  no 
mean  critic.     He  died  in  1704. 

The  chief  characteristic  of  Bourdaloue's  eloquence  is  a  remark- 
able absence  of  ornament,  and  a  strict  adherence  to  dialectical 
order.  None  of  the  great  French  preachers  admit  of  logical 
abstraction  and  prids  so  well  as  he.  Another  peculiarity  is  his 
preference  for  ethical  subjects.  More. than  any  of  his  contempo- 
raries he  was  an  expounder  of  Christian  morality,  an.l  his  sermons 
are  wont  to  deal  with  simple  virtues  and  vices  rather  than  with 
points  of  devotional  piety.  He  was,  like  Massillon,  and  even  more 
than  Massillon,  absolutely  fearless  and  uncompromising,  preaching 
against  adultery  in  the  very  face  of  Louis  XIV.  in  his  early  days, 
and  sparing  no  vice  or  folly  of  the  court  But,  perhaps  owing  to  the 
somewhat  severe  and  exclusively  intellectual  character  of  his  oratory, 
it  does  not  appear  to  have  produced  the  eflFects,  salutary  doubtless 
for  the  hearers,  but  somewhat  inconvenient  for  the  preacher,  which 
attended  (he  more  cunningly-aimed  attacks  of  Massillon. 

The  example  of  the  three  great  preachers — Bossuet,  Bourdaloue, 
and  Massillon — raised  up  many  imitators,  some  of  whom,  such  as 
De  la  Rue,  Cheminais,  and  others,  were  popular  in  their  day. 
There  are,  however,  four  orators — two  Roman  Catholics,  and  two 
belonging  to  the  French  Protestant  Church — to  whom  is  usually 
and  rightly  accorded  the  second  rank,  while  sectarian  partiality 
sometimes  claims  even  the  first  for  them.  These  were  FMchiet, 
Mascaron,  Claude,  and  Saurin. 

Esprit  Fl^chier  was  bom  at  Pesmes  in  1632.     For  a  time  he 

ICinor  was  a  member  of  the  congregation  of  the  Brothers  of 
FrsBolieTa.  Christian  Doctrine,  which,  however,  on  an  alteration 
of  its  constitution  by  a  new  superior-general  (he  had  been  intro- 
duced to  it  by  hi?  uncle,  who  held  that  office),  he  quitted.  He  then 
went  to  Paris  and  tried  various  methods  of  gaining  a  livelihood, 
such  as  writing  verses  in  Latin  and  French,  and  teaching  in  a 
school.  In  these  early  dayS  he  indulged  in  various  forms  of  mis- 
cellaneous literature.    The  most  curious  and  interesting  of  these 
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works  is  a  little  account  of  the  Grands  Jours  d'Ataergne,  a  sort  of 
provincial  assize  which  he  visited.  This  has  much  liveliness,  and 
the  sketches  of  character  and  manners  show  a  good  deal  of  aldll. 
But  at  length  he  found  his  proper  sphere  in  the  pulpit.  He 
acquired  reputation  by  his  Orahm  Funibre  on  Turenne.  He 
became  a  member  of  the  Academy  (being  admitted  on  the  same 
day  as  Racine) ;  and  he  was  appointed,  first,  to  the  bishopric  of 
Lavaur,  then  to  that  of  Nimes,  where,  in  a  very  difficult  portion 
(for  the  revocation  of  the  edict  of  Nantes  had  exasperated  die 
Protestants,  who  were  numerous  in  the  diocese),  he  made  himself 
universally  beloved.  He  died  in  17 10.  The  most  famous  of 
Fl^chier's  discourses  are  those  on  Madame  de  Montausier  (the 
heroine  of  the  Guirlande  de  Julie '  and  the  idol  of  the  H6tel  dc 
Rambouillet),  that  on  Madame  de  Montausier's  husband,  and  that 
on  Turenne.  Fl^chier  represents  a  somewhat  older  style  of  diction 
and  expression  than  either  of  his  great  contemporaries,  Bossuet 
and  Bourdaloue ;  and  his  style,  unlike  some  other  work  of  this  older 
school,  is  not  characterised  by  many  striking  occasional  phrases, 
but  his  sermons  as  a  whole  are  vigorous  and  well  expressed. 

Jean  Mascaron  was  bom  at  Marseilles  in  1634.  It  is  worth 
noticing  that  almost  all  these  orators  came  from  the  south  of 
France.  He  preached  frequently  before  the  kin^,  and  did  not 
hesitate  to  rebuke  his  vices,  notwithstanding  or  because  of  which 
he  was  appointed  to  the  bishopric  of  Tulle,  whence  he  was 
afterwards  translated  to  Agen.  He  died  in  1703.  Mascaron  is 
chiefly  remembered  for  his  Oraison  on  that  same  death  of  Turenne 
which  gave  occasion  to  so  many  orators.  He  is  usually  re- 
proached with  a  certain  affectation  of  style,  and  there  ia  justice 
in  the  reproach. 

Of  the  two  Protestant  divines  who  have  been  mentioned  Claude 
was  the  less  distinguished,  though  he  sustained  on  pretty  even 
terms  a  public  controversy  with  Bossuet  himself.  Jacques  Saurin 
was  of  less  political  influence  with  his  own  sect,  but  he  possessed 
greater  eloquence,  and  critics  of  his  own  persuasion  in  France  and 
Switzerland  have  equalled  him  to  Bossuet     His  works,  moreover, 

'  This  was  an  album  lo  whicb  the  poets  of  the  day,  from  Comeille  down- 
wekIk,  contributed  verses,  each  on  a  different  flnwer. 
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long  continued  to  t>e  the  most  popular  body  of  household  divinitjr 
with  French. Protestants.  He  was  bom  at  Ntmes,  1677,  and  was 
thus  considerably  younger  even  than  Massillon.  The  revocation 
of  the  edict  of  Nantes  (which  had  formed  the  subject  of  some  of 
Claude's  most  famous  discourses)  prevented  him  from  making  a 
name  for  himself  in  France.  He  was  at  first  appointed,  in  1701, 
after  studying  at  Geneva,  to  a  Walloon  congregation  in  London, 
but  soon  moved,  in  consequence  of  weak  health,  to  the  Hague. 
He  there  became  a  victim  of  the  petty  dissensions  which  seem  to 
have  been  more  frequent  among  Dutch  Protestant  sects  than  any- 
where else,  and  to  the  vexation  of  these  is  said  to  have  been  partly 
due  his  comparatively  early  death  in  1730.  He  \tl%.  a  very  con- 
siderable number  of  sermons  and  some  theological  treatises.  He 
was  admittedly  a  great  orator,  excelling  in  striking  pictures  and 
forcible  imageiy. 

It  will  have  been  observed  that,  though  this  age  contributes  more 
to  theology  of  the  literary  kind  than  almost  any  other,  its  most 
memorable  contributions  are  almost  exclusively  oratorical.  Inci- 
dentally, however,  much  that  was  intended  to  be  read,  not  heard, 
was  of  course  written.  But  less  of  it  has  been  thought  worthy  the 
attention  of  posterity.  The  chief  theological  names  in  this  depart- 
ment have  already  been  named  in  naming  those  of  the  other. 
Of  the  school  of  Port  Royal,  who  preached  little  but  wrote  much, 
J.  J.  Duguet,  a  man  of  great  talent  and  saindy  life,  deserves 
mention. 
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INTERCHAPTER   III. 

SUMMARY  OF   SEVENTEENTH-CENTURY   LITERATURE. 

The  tendencies  of  the  period  which  has  been  surveyed  in  the 
foregoing  book  must  be  sufficiently  obvious  from  the  survey  itself. 
They  had  been,  as  far  as  the  unsatisfactory  result  of  them  went, 
indicated  with  remarkably  prophetic  precision  by  Eegnier  in  lines 
quoted  above*.  The  work,  notmerelyofMalherbej  which  the  satirist 
had  directly  in  view,  but  of  Boileau,  who  succeeded  Maliierbe  and 
completed  his  task,  had  tended  far  too  much  in  the  direction  of 
substituting  a  formal  regularity  for  an  elastic  freedom  and  of  dis- 
couraging the  more  poetical  utterances  of  thought.  In  prose,  how- 
ever, the  operation  of  not  dissimilar  tendencies  had  been  almost 
wholly  good.  For  it  is  in  the  nature  of  prose  not  to  admit  of  too 
-absolute  regulation,  and  it  is  at  the  same  time  in  its  nature  to 
require  that  regulation  up  to  a  certain  point.  If  the  French  voca- 
bulary had  been  somewhat  impoverished,  it  had  been  considerably 
refined.  All  good  authorities  admit  that  the  influence  of  the  salon- 
coteiies  and  ihe  pr/cieuses — mischievous  as  it  was  in  some  ways — 
was  of  no  small  benefit  in  purifying  not  merely  manners  but  speech. 
A  single  book,  the  Hisloriellti  of  Tallemant  des  R^aux,  shows 
sufficiently  the  need  of  this  double  purification.  French  literature 
has  at  no  time  been  distinguished  by  prudery,  but  from  the  fif- 
teenth to  the  middle  of  the  seventeenth  century  (for,  as  has  been 
pointed  out,  the  courtly  literature  at  least  of  the  middle  ages  is 
free  from  this  defect)  it  had  added  to  its  liberty  in  choice  and 
treatment  of  subjects  a  liberty  which  amounted  to  the  estremest 
licence  in  the  choice  of  words.     It  had  become  in  fact  exceedingly 
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coarse.  The  poetry  of  the  Pl^iade  was  not  as  a  rule  open  to  this 
charge,  but  the  early  poetiy  and  prose  of  the  seventeenth  century 
must  submit  to  it  One  effect  of  the  process  of  correction  and 
refonn  was  a  decided  improvement  in  this  matter. 

But  the  voc&hulary  vas  by  no  means  the  only  thing  that  under- 
went revision.  Other  constituents  of  hterature  shared  in  the  same 
experience,  and  much  more  beneficially,  for  the  expurgation  of  the 
dictionary  was  unfortunately  made  to  involve  the  weeding  out  of 
many  terms  which  were  not  open  to  the  slightest  exception,  and 
the  loss  of  which  deprived  the  tongue  of  mach.of  its  picturesque- 
ness.  No  such  concomitant  defect  attended  the  reformziions  in 
grammar  which,  begun  by  the  grammarians  of  the  sixteenth  cen- 
tury, were  pursued  still  more  systematically  by  Vaugelas  and  his 
followers.  There  can  hardly  be  too  much  precision  observed  in 
matters  of  accidence  and  syntax ;  while  it  is  desirable  that  the  voca- 
bulary should  be  as  rich  as  possible,  provided  that  its  terms  are 
vernacular  or  properly  naturalised.  The  same  may  be  said  of 
some  at  least  of  the  reforms  of  Malherbe  in  prosody  and  the 
minudEe  of  poetical  art  So  too  the  advance  made  to  something 
like  a  uniform  orthography  was  of  no  small  importance.  The 
result  of  this  general  criticism  was  the  group  (or  rather  groups,  for 
they  may  be  divided  into  at  least  two,  the  earlier  comprising 
Descartes,  Comeille,  Pascal,  S^t-Evremond,  La  Rochefoucauld, 
Bossnet,  Madame  de  S^vign^,  Ia  Fontaine,  and  Molifere,  in  other 
words,  most  of  the  greatest  names)  illustrating  the  so-called  Grand 
SSeU,  or  Sifecle  de  Louis  Quatorze.  The  two  names  that  stand 
first  in  this  list,  Descartes  and  Comeille,  represent  at  once  the  initial 
change  and  in  addition  the  greatest  accomplishment  in  the  direction 
of  change  effected  by  any  individual.  The  others  worthily  followed 
where  they  led.  This  group,  as  has  been  more  than  once  pointed 
out,  does  not  shine  in  poetry  proper.  But  it  has  hardly  a  rival  in 
prose  and  in  that  measured  and  declamatory  or  easy  and  pedestrian 
verse  which  is  half  prose,  half  poetry. 

Long,  however,  before  the  century  ended,  the  evils  which  in- 
variably attend  upon  a  critical  period,  especially — it  is  paradoxical 
but  true — when  it  is  at  the  same  time  a  period  of  considerable 
creative  power,  began  to  manifest  themselves.    These  evils  may  be 
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briefly  described  as  the  natural  results  of  the  drawing  up  of  too 
straight  and  definite  rules  for  each  department  of  literature,  and  the 
following  with  too  great  exactness  of  the  more  brilliant  examples  in 
each  kind.  The  one  practice  leads  to  what  is  called,  in  Sterne's  well- 
known  phrase, '  looking  at  the  stop-watch ;'  the  other,  to  an  endeavour 
to  be  like  somebody.  It  was  not  till  the  eighteenth  century  that 
these  evils  were  fully  patent ;  and  then,  though  they  were  somewhat 
mitigated  in  departments  other  than  the  Belles  Lettres  by  the  eager 
spirit  of  enquiry  and  adventure  which  characterised  the  time,  they 
are  evident  enough.  The  mischief  showed  itself  in  various  ways. 
Besides  the  two  which  have  been  already  indicated,  there  was  a  third 
and  subtler  form,  which  has  produced  some  curious  and  interesting 
work,  but  which  is  obviously  an  indication  of  decadence.  Those 
who  did  not  resign  themselves  to  the  mere  recasting  of  old  material 
in  the  old  moulds,  or  to  simple  following  of  the  great  models,  were 
apt  to  echo,  aloud  or  silently,  La  Brayfere's  opening  sentence,  'tout 
est  dit,'  and  to  draw  from  this  discouraging  fact  the  same  conclu- 
sion that  he  did — that  the  only  way  to  innovate  was  to  vary  in 
cunning  fashion  the  manners  of  saying.  In  itself  there  might  be 
no  great  harm  in  the  conclusion,  especially  if  it  had  led  to  a  revolt 
against  the  narrow  limits  imposed  by  current  criticism.  But  it  did 
not,  it  merely  led  to  an  attempt  to  innovate  within  those  limits,  which 
could  only  be  done  by  a  kind  of  new  '  preciousness ' — an  affecta- 
tion in  short.  This  affectation  showed  itself  first  (though  La 
Braybre  himself  is  not  quite  free  from  it,  enemy  of  Fontenelle  as 
he  was)  in  Fontenelle,  who  was  a  descendant  of  the  old  pridtiat 
school  itself,  and  reached  a  climax  in  the  author  from  whose  name 
it  thenceforward  took  its  name  of  Marivaudage. 

Thus  the  literary  produce  of  the  seventeenth  century  was  better 
than  its  tendency.  The  latter  has  been  sufficiently  described ;  a  very 
few  words  will  suffice  for  the  former.  In  the  special  characteristics 
of  the  genius  of  French,  which  may  be  said  to  be  clearness,  polish 
of  form  and  expression,  and  a  certain  quality  which  perhaps 
cannot  be  so  well  expressed  by  any  other  word  as  by  alertness, 
the  best  work  of  the  seventeenth  century  has  no  rivals.  Except  in 
Corneiile  and  Bossuet,  it  is  not  often  grand :  it  ia  still  seldomer  pas- 
sionate, or  suggestively  harmonious,  or  quaintly  humorOus,  or  even 
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picturesquely  narrative.  But  the  charm  of  precision)  of  elegance, 
of  expressing  what  is  expressed  in  the  best  possible  manner,  belongs 
to  it  in  3  supreme  degree.  There  are  not  many  things  in  literature 
more  absolutely  incapable  of  improvement  in  their  own  style,  and 
as  far  as  they  go,  than  a  scene  of  Molifere,  a  tiradi  of  Racine,  a 
maxim  of  La  Rochefoucauld,  a  letter  of  Madame  de  S^vign^,  a 
character  of  La  Brayfere,  a  peroration  of  Massillon,  when  each  is  at 
his  or  her  best  The  reader  may  in  some  cases  feel  that  he  likes 
something  else  better,  but  he  is  incapable  of  pointing  out  a  blemish. 
If  he  objects,  he  must  object  to  something  extra-literary,  to  the 
writer's  conception  of  human  nature,  his  political  views,  his  range 
of  thought,  his  selection  of  subject.  When  the  one  supreme  ques- 
tion of  criticism  formulated  by  Victor  Hugo,  't'ouvrage  est-il  bon 
ou  est-il  mauvais  ? '  (not '  sumez-vous  I'ouvrage  ? '  which  is  the  ille- 
gitimate question  which  nine  cridcs  out  of  ten  put  to  themselves), 
is  set  in  reference  to  the  best  work  of  this  time,  the  answer  cannot 
be  dubious  for  one  moment  in  the  case  of  any  one  qualified  to 
give  an  answer  at  all.  It  is  good,  and  in  very  many  cases  it  could 
not  possibly  be  belter. 
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CHAPTER   I. 


The  literature  of  the  eighteenth  century,  despite  the  many  great 
names  which  adorn  it,  and  the  extraordinary  practical  influence  which 
it  exercised,  is,  from  the  point  of  view  of  strict  literary  T,it«r 
criticism,  which  busies  itself  with  form  rather  than  DeKonBTMy 
matter,  a  period  of  decadence.  In  all  the  departments  of  I'l'o 
of  Belles  Lettres  a  servile  imitation  of  the  models  of  ^8''*«9"* 
the  great  classical  period  is  observable.  The  language, 
according  to  an  inevitable  process  which  the  more  clearsighted  of 
the  men  of  Louis  the  Fourteenth's  time,  such  as  F^nelon  and  La 
Bruyfere,  themselves  foresaw  and  deprecated,  became  more  and 
more  incapable  of  expressing  deep  passion,  varied  scenery,  the  in- 
tricacies and  eccentricities  of  character.  For  a  time  a  few  survivors 
of  the  older  class  and  manner,  such  as  Fontenelle,  Saint  Simon,  Mas- 
sillon,  resisted  the  tendency  of  the  age  more  or  less  successfully. 
As  they  one  by  one  dropped  ofT,  the  militant  energy  of  the  great 
phihsopke  movement,  which  may  be  said  to  coincide  with  the 
second  and  third  quarters  of  the  century,  communicated  a  tem- 
porary brilliance  to  prose.  But  during  the  reign  of  Louis  XVL,  the 
Revolution  and  the  Empire  (for  in  the  widest  sense  the  eighteenth 
century  of  literature  does  not  cease  till  the  Restoration,  or  even 
later),  the  average  literary  value  of  what  is  written  in  French  is  but 
small,  and,  with  few  exceptions,  what 'is  valuable  belongs  to  those 
who,  consciously  or  unconsciously,  were  in  an  attitude  of  revolt, 
and  were  clearing  the  way  for  the  men  of  1830, 
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Poetry  and  the  drama  naturally  suffered  most  from  this  course  of 

events,  and  poetrj  pure  and  simple  suffered  even  more  than  the 

eapeotaUr    drama.     By  the  opening  of  the  eighteenth  century  epic 

mamlfest  in    and  lyric  in  the  proper  sense  had  been  rendered  nearly 

Poetry.  impossible  by  the  full  and  apparently  final  adoption  of 
the  conception  of  poetry  recommended  by  Malherbe,  and  finally  ren- 
dered orthodox  by  Boileau.  The  impossibility  was  not  recognised, 
andFrance,  in  the  opinion  of  her  own  critics,  at  last  got  her  epic  poem 
in  the  Henriade,  and  her  perfect  lyrists  in  Rousseau  and  Lebran. 
But  posterity  has  not  ratified  these  judgments.  Fortunately,  how- 
ever, the  men  of  the  eighteenth  century  had  in  La  Fontaine  a  model 
for  lighter  work  which  their  principles  permitted  them  to  follow,  and 
the  irresistible  attractions  of  the  song  left  song-writers  tolerably 
free  from  the  fatal  restrictions  of  dignified  poetry.  Once,  towards 
the  close  of  the  century,  a  poet  of  exceptional  genius,  Andr^ 
Ch^nier,  showed  what  he  might  have  done  under  happier  circum- 
stances. But  for  the  most  part  the  history  of  poetry  during  this 
dme  in  Frante  is  the  history  of  verse  almost  uninspired  by  the 
poetic  spirit,  and  destitute  even  of  the  choicer  graces  of  poetic 
form. 

For  convenience'  sake  it  will  be  well  to  separate  the  graver  and 
the  lighter  poets,  and  to  treat  each  in  order,  with  the  proviso  that 
in  most  cases  those  mentioned  in  the  first  division  have  some 
claim  to  figure  in  the  second  also,  for  few  poets  of  the  time  were 
wholly  serious.  The  first  poet  who  is  distinctively  of  the  eighteenth 
3.  B.  Rons-  century,  and  not  the  least  remarkable,  was  Jean  Bap- 
aaaxL.  dste  Rousseau*  (1669— 1741).  Rousseau's  life  was  a 
singular  and  rather  an  unfortunate  one.  In  the  first  place  he  was 
exiled  for  a  piece  of  scandalous  literature,  of  which  in  all  probability 
he  was  quite  guiltless;  and,  in  the  second,  meeting  in  his  exile  with 
Voltiure,  who  professed  (and  seems  really  to  have  felt)  admiration 
for  him,  be  offended  the  irritable  disciple  and  was  long  the  butt  of 

'  Editions  of  almort  all  authora  of  any  merit  from  the  be^ning  of  the 
eighteenth  century  are  common  aAd  accessible  enougli.  They  will,  therefore, 
not  be  specially  indicated  henceforward  unless  there  is  some  spei^nl  reason  for 
the  dIatioD,  inch  as  the  peculiar  elegance  or  literaty  merit  of  a  particular 
edition,  or  else  the  eompantive  rarily  of  the  book  in  any  form. 
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his  attacks.  Here,  however,  Rousseau  concerns  us  as  a  direct  pupil 
of  Boileau,  who,  with  great  faculties  for  the  formal  part  of  poetry, 
and  not  without  some  tincture  of  its  spirit,  set  himself  to  be  a  lyric 
poet  after  Boileau's  fashion.  He  tried  play-writing  also,  but  his 
dramas  are  quite  unimportant.  Rousseau's  principal  works  are 
certain  odes,  fnost  of  which  are  eilher  panegyrical  after  the  fashion 
of  the  celebrated  Namur  specimen  (though  he  fs  seldom  so  absurd 
as  his  master),  or  else  sacred  and  drawn  from  the  Bible.  The  Can- 
tales  are  of  the  same  kind  as  the  latter.  These  elaborate  and  formal  . 
works,  which  owed  much  of  their  popularity  to  the  vogue  given  to 
piely  at  court  in  the  later  years  of  Louis  XIV,,  are  curiously  con- 
trasted with  the  third  principal  division  of  his  poems,  consisting 
of  epigrams  which  allow  themselves  the  full  epigrammatic  licence 
in  subject  and  treatment  The  contrast  is,  however,  probably  due 
to  a  very  simple  cause,  the  state  of  demand  at  the  time,  and  per- 
haps also  to  the  study  of  Marot,  the  only  pre-seventeenth  century 
poet  of  France  who  was  allowed  to  pass  muster  in  the  school  of 
Boiieau.  Rousseau's  merits  have  been  already  indicated,  and  his 
defects  may  be  eaaly  divined,  even  from  this  brief  notice.  He  is 
almost  always  adroit,  often  eloquent,  sometimes  remarkably  clever; 
but  he  is  seldom  other  than  artificial,  never  passionate,  and  only 
once  or  twice  subUme.  Nor  is  it  superfluous  to  mention  that  he 
is  more  responsible  than  any  other  person  for  the  intolerable 
frippery  of  classical  mythology  which  loads  eighteenth-centiuy 
verse. 

LaMolte-Houdart(i67z-i73i),a  successful  dramatist,  an  excel- 
lent prose-writer,  and  an  ingenious  but  paradoxical  critic,  was  at 
the  time  considered  Rousseau's  rival  in  point  of  ode-making.  His 
work  displays  the  same  defects  in  a  greater  and  the  same  merits  in 
a  lesser  degree,  but  his  fables  in  the  style  of  La  Fontaine  are  not 
unhappy.  Lagrange- Chan  eel,  a  partisan  of  the  Duchess  du  Maine, 
is  chiefiy  famous  for  his  ferocious  satires  on  the  Duke  of  Orleans. 
Louis  Racine  (1692-1763),  undeterred  by  his  father's  reputation 
and  the  dissuasion  of  the  redoubtable  Boileau,  attempted  poetry  of 
a  serious  kind.  He  was  brought  up  by  the  Jansenists,  and  his  two 
chief  works  are  poems  on  'Grace'  and  'Religion.'  The  latter  is 
better  than  the  former;   but  both  exhibit  a  considerable  faculty 
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in  the  style  of  verse  which  his  father  had  made  fashionable. 
The  'Sacred  Odes'  of  Louis  Racine  are,  like  most  French 
poetr7  of  the  kind,  sti£f  with  a  double  mannerism,  literary  and 
devotional. 

It  would  not  be  easy  to  give  a  clearer  idea  of  the  strange 
conception  of  poetry  which  prevailed  in  France  at  this  time 
.  than  is  given  in  the  simple  statement  that  Voltaire 
was  acknowledged  to  be  its  greatest  poet  It  is 
probable  that  few  Englishmen  think  of  Voltaire  as  a  poet  at  all ; 
and  he  has  indeed  no  clium  to  the  title  except  such  as  may 
be  derived  from  his  remarkable  skill  in  the  mechanism  of  the 
art  of  poetry,  and  from  the  extraordinary  felicity  of  his  light  occa- 
sional pieces.  It  is,  however,  as  a  poet  that  he  was  chiefly  re- 
garded by  his  contemporaries ;  and  though  he  will  figure  in  almost 
every  one  of  the  chapters  of  this  Book,  such  brief  notice  of  his  life 
as  can  alone  be  attempted  in  this  volume  may  best  be  given  here. 
He  was  born  in  Paris  in  1694,  lieing  the  younger  son  of  a  wealthy 
notary.  The  Jesuits  had  charge  of  his  education,  and  he  very 
early  displayed  inclinations  towards  verse  which  were  not  agree- 
able to  his  father.  His  youth-  seemed  destined  to  scrapes.  He 
became  identified  with  the  party  hostile  to  the  Regent,  and  was 
twice  imprisoned  in  the  Bastile  (the  second  time  in  consequence  of 
no  fault  of  his  own),  while  he  was  at  least  twice  bastinadoed  by 
personal  enemies.  Being  sent  in  the  suite  of  an  ambassador  to 
Holland,  he  became  entangled  in  a  foolish  love  affair,  and  had  to 
he  hastily  recalled.  But  by  degrees  his  literary  talent  developed 
itself.  His  lirst  visit  to  the  Bastile  is  identified,  more  or  less  cor- 
rectly, with  the  composition  of  (Edipe,  his  second  with  that  of  the 
Htnriade.  After  his  second  release  he  had  to  go  to  England,  and 
there  the  poem  was  published.  He  was  soon  enabled  to  return  to 
France,  and  from  that  time  forward  was  careful  to  keep  himself 
out  of  difficulties  by  residing  first  with  his  friend,  Madame  du 
ChStelet,  at  the  remote  frontier  chateau  of  Cirey,  then  with 
Frederick  II.  at  Berlin,  then  on  the  neutral  territory  of  Switzer- 
land, or  close  to  its  border,  at  Les  D^Iices  and  Ferney.  During  the 
whole  of  his  long  life  his  literary  production  was  incessant,  and  the 
form  most  congenial  to  him  was  poetiy,  or  at  least  verse.    Besides 
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the  Henriade,  his  only  poem  of  great  bulk  is  the  scandalous 
burlesque  epic  of  the  PucelU,  nominally  imitated  from  Ariosto, 
but  destitute  of  (he  poetical  feeling  prominent  in  the  Orlando. 
Voltaire's  talent,  however,  was  so  much  greater  in  the  lighter  kinds 
of  poetry  than  in  the  severer,  that  the  Pucelle  is  not  only  more 
amusing,  but  actually  better  as  poetry,  than  the  Henriade,  the  latter 
being  stiff  in  plan  and  servilely  modelled  on  the  classical  epics, 
declamatory  in  tone,  tedious  in  action,  and  commonplace  in  cha- 
racter. Besides  these  two  long  poems  Voltaire  produced  an  im- 
mense quantity  of  miscellaneous  work,  tales  in  verse,  epistles  in 
verse,  discourses  in  verse,  satires,  epigrams,  vers  de  socUle'  of  every 
possible  kind.  These  are  almost  invariably  distinguished  by  the 
felicity  of  expression — spoilt  only  by  loo  close  adherence  to  the 
mannerism  of  the  time — the  brilliant  wit,  the  keen  observation 
which  are  identified  with  the  name  of  Voltaire,  The  number  and 
the  small  individual  size  of  these  works  make  it  impossible  to  par- 
ticularise them  here.  But  Le  Pauvre  Diabh  may  be  specified  as 
an  almost  unique  example  of  easy  Horatian  satire  less  conventional 
than  most  of  its  kind ;  and  the  verses  to  the  Princess  Ulrique  of 
Prussia  as  a  model  of  artificial  but  exquisitely  polished  gallantry 

Le  Franc  de  Pompignan  had  the  misfortune  to  incur  the  enmity 
of  Voltaire,  and  has  consequently  borne  in  France  the  traditional 
ignominy  which  in  England  bangs  on  certain  victims  of  Dryden 
and  Pope.  He  had,  however,  some  poetical  talent,  which  was 
shown  principally  in  his  ode  on  the  death  of  J,  B,  Rousseau,  The 
charming  poem  of  Ver-  Vert  (the  burlesque  history  of  a  parrot,  the 
pet  of  a  convent)  made,  and  not  unjustly,  the  reputation  of  Cresset 
This  reputation  his  other  poetical  works — though  he  wrote  a 
comedy  of  much  merit — failed  to  sustain,  Saint-Lambert,  the  rival 
of  Voltaire  in  love  if  not  in  literature,  imitated  Thomson's  Seasom 
very  closely  in  a  poem  of  the  same  name,  which  set  the  fashion 
of  descriptive  poetry  in  France  for  a  considerable  time.  The 
three  most  remarkable  of  his  followers,  all  considerably  superior 
to  himself  in  power,  were  Lemierre,  Delille,  and  Roucher.  Some 
paradoxical  critics  have  endeavoured  to  make  Lemierre  into 
a  great  poet ;  but  his  poems  {La  Peinture,  Les  Pastes,  etc),  written 
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on  ill-selected  subjects  and  in  a  style  full  of  conventional  man- 
nerism, have  at  best  the  occasional  striking  lines  which  are  to  be 
found  in  Armstrong  and  other  followers  of  Young  or  Thomson 
DeaoTlptive  in  England.  Jacques  Delille  and  his  extraordinary 
Poeta.  popularity  form,  perhaps,  the  greatest  satire  on  the 
Dsliils.  taste  of  the  eighteenth  century  in  France.  His 
translation  of  the  Georgics  was  supposed  to  make  him  the  equal 
of  Virgil,  and  brought  him  not  merely  fame,  but  solid  reward.  His 
principal  work  was  the  poem  of  Lei  Jariiks,  which  he  followed  up 
with  others  of  a  not  dissimilar  kind.  Though  he  emigrated  he  did 
not  lose  his  fame,  and  to  the  day  of  his  death  was  considered  to 
be  the  first  poet  of  France,  or  to  share  that  honour  with  Lebrun- 
Pindare,  Delille  has  expiated  his  popularity  by  a  long  period 
of  contempt,  and  his  work  is,  indeed,  valueless  as  poetry.  But  it 
is  interesting  as  one  of  the  most  striking  examples  of  talent, 
adjusting  itself  exactly  to  the  demands  made  on  it  The  age  of 
Delille  wished  to  see  everything  described  in  elegant  periphrases, 
and  the  periphrases  arranged  in  harmonious  verses.  Delille  did 
this  and  nothing  more.  Chess  is  '  le  jeu  r^veur  qu'inventa  Pala- 
mfede.'  Backgammon  is  'le  jeu  bruyant  oi>,  le  comet  en  main, 
L'adroit  joueur  calcule  un  hasard  incertain,'  Sugar  is  'le  miel 
Am^ricain  Que  du  sue  des  roseaux  exprima  I'Africain.'  In  short, 
poetry  becomes  an  elaborate  conundrum ;  nothing  is  called  by  its 
proper  name  when  a  circumlocution  is  in  any  way  possible,'  Given 
the  demand,  Delille  may  justly  claim  the  honour  of  supplying  it 
with  unequalled  adroitness.  Roucher,  the  author  of  Les  Moxs,  who 
fell  a  victim  to  the  guillotine,  was  a  member  of  this  school,  pos- 
sessing not  a  Hide  vigour,  though  he  was  not  free  from  the  defects* 
of  his  predecessors.  To  these  may,  perhaps,  be  joined  the  pastoral 
and  idyllic  poet  Leonard. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  glory  of  Delille  as  the  greatest  poet  of 
the  last  quarter  of  the  century  was  shared  by  a  writer  whom  his 
contemporaries  surnamed  (absurdly  enough)  Pindar.  Escouchard 
Lebrun  had  a  strange  resemblance  to  J.  B.  Rousseau, 
of  whom,  however,  he  was  by  no  means  a  warm  ad- 
mirer. Like  his  forerunner,  he  divided  his  time  between  bombastic 
lyrics  and  epigrams  of  very  considerable  merit.    Lebrun  was  not 
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destitute  of  a  certain  force,  but  his  time  was  too  much  for  him. 
He  was  3  very  longlived  man,  and  in  Iiis  old  age  celebrated  by 
turns  the  RepubUc  and  Bonaparte.  His  chief  rivals  as  poets  of 
the  Republic  were  M.  J.  Ch^nier  and  the  hunchback  Desorg:ues, 
a  voluminous  and  vigorous  but  crude  and  unfinished  writer,  who 
died  in  a  madhouse  at  the  age  of  forty-Rye. 

Two  young  poets,  who  lived  about  the  middle  of  the  century, 
are  usually  mentioned  together,  from  the  fact  of  the  younger  of 
them  having  used  the  misfortunes  of  the  elder  to  point  his  own 
complaints.  MalRlatre,  a  Norman  by  birth,  had  the  ill-luck  to 
write  a  piece  of  verse  which  gained  a  provincial  success.  He  at 
once  set  out  for  Paris  to  make  his  fortune.  He  obtained  the  post 
of  secretary  to  the  Count  de  Lauraguais,  wrote  verses  not  without 
grace  and  full  of  a  certain  tender  melancholy,  and  died  at  the  age 
of  thirty,  his  health  broken  by  privations  and  disappointment. 
Gilbert,  a  stronger  man,  but  who  has  been  somewhat  honoured 
by  being  called  the  French  Chatterton,  died  siill  younger,  after 
writing  some  vigorous  satire,  and  a  'complaint'  or  elegy  which 
has  a  good  deal  of  pathos.  But  he  did  not,  as  is  generally  said, 
die  of  want,  though  he  did  die  in  a  public  hospital,  having  been 
carried  thither  after  a  fall  from  his  horse. 

The  places  accorded  by  their  contemporaries  to  Delttle  and 
Lebrun  really  belonged  to  two  writers  of  very  different  character 
and  fortune,  Pamy  and  Andr^  ChdnJer,  Evariste  de 
Famy,  a  native  of  the  island  of  Bourbon,  was  called  by 
the  aged  Voltaire  '  mon  cher  TibuUe,'  and  displays,  with  much  of 
the  frivolity  and  false  gallantry  of  the  time,  an  extraordinary  com- 
mand of  simple  elegiac  verse,  and  a  manner  almost  antique  in  its 
simplicity  and  sweetness.  Farn/s  best  piece,  a  short  epitaph  on  a 
young  girl,  is  one  of  the  best  things  of  its  kind  in  literature.  His 
merits,  however,  are  confined  to  his  early  works.  In  his  maturer 
years  he  wrote  long  poems,  on  the  model  of  the  Puctllt,  against 
England,  Christianity,  and  Monarchism,  which  are  equally  remark- 
able for  blasphemy,  obscenity,  extravagance,  and  dulness.  His 
friend  Berlin,  like  him  a  Creole,  resembled  him  in  the  command  of 
graceful  elegiac  and  epistolary  verse,  but  had  not  what  Parny 
sometimes  had,  genuine  passion. 
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Andr^  Marie  [de]  Ch^nier ',  beyond  question  the  greatest  poet 
_. ,  of  the  eighteenth  century  in  France,  was  bom  at 

Coifstantinople,  where  his  father  was  consul-general, 
in  1762.  His  mother  was  a  Greek.  His  family  returned  to 
France  when  he  was  a  child ;  he  was  educated  carefully,  and  for 
a  short  time  served  in  the  army,  but  soon  left  it.  After  a  time  he 
was  attached  (in  1787)  to  the  French  embassy  in  London.  Here 
he  spent  four  years.  Returning  to  France  he  sympathised,  but  on 
the  moderate  side,  with  the  Revolution.  The  growth  of  the  Jacobin 
spirit  horrified  him,  and  the  eiccesses  of  the  summer  of  1792 
decided  his  attitude  and  his  fate.  He  wrote  frequently  in  the 
Jourtial  de  Paris,  the  organ  of  the  moderate  royalist  party. 
Although  he  did  not  in  any  way  put  himself  forward,  he  was  at  last 
arrested  in  March,  1794,  and  was  guillotined  on  the  seventh 
Thermidor,  two  days  only  before  the  event  which  would  have  saved 
him,  the  fall  of  Robespierre.  His  poems  were  not  published  till 
long  after  his  death,  and  the  text  of  them  is  even  now  In  an 
unsatisfactory  condition,  many  having  been  left  unfinished  and 
uncorrected  by  the  author.  Andr4  Ch^nier  is  sometimes  con- 
sidered as  a  precursor  of  the  Romantic  reform,  but  this  is  a  mistake. 
His  critical  comments  on  Shakespeare  and  other  writers,  his 
favourite  studies,  which  were  confined  to  the  Greek  and  Latin 
classics  and  the  humanists  of  the  Italian  Renaissance,  above  all  his 
poems  themselves,  prove  the  contrary.  A  Greek  by  birth-place, 
and  half  a  Greek  by  blood,  his  tastes  and  standards  were  wholly 
classical.  But  the  tire  and  force  of  his  poetical  genius  made  the 
blood  circulate  afresh  in  the  veins  of  the  old  French  classical  tradi- 
tion, without,  however,  permanently  strengthening  or  renovating  iL 
The  poetry  of  Ch^nier  is  still  in  the  main  the  poetry  of  Racine, 
though  with  infinitely  more  glow  of  colour  and  variety  of  harmony. 
His  poems  are  mostly  antique  in  their  tides  and  plan,  eclogues, 
elegies,  and  so  forth,  and  are  not  free  from  a  certain  artificiality 
inseparable  from  the  style.  La  Jmnt  Tarenline,  La/eune  Captive, 
L'Aveugle,  and  some  others,  are  of  extreme  merit,  and  all  over 

'  The  most  complete  snd  accurate  edition  (thoagli  it  is  lar  Itom  perfect)  is 
that  of  M.  Gabriel  de  Ch^niei.  3  vols.  1S79.  Also,  partially,  in  1  vob.  (oae 
piote,  00c  verse),  by  Becq  de  Fonqoiiiei.     Paris,  1871. 
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his  work  (much  of  vhich  is  in  the  most  fragmenUiy  condition) 
lines  and  phrases  of  extraordinary  beauty  are  scattered.  The 
noble  lambes,  or  political  and  satirical  poems,  which  he  wrote 
in  prison,  just  before  his  death,  bear  out,  perhaps  better  than  any- 
thing else,  his  well-known  saying,  as  he  touched  his  head  when 
sentence  bad  been  passed,  'et  pourtant  il  y  avait  quelque 
chose  li.' 

A  few  other  poets  or  verse-makers  of  merit  before  the  revival  of 
poetry  proper  must  be  rapidly  noticed.  The  fable  of  La  Fontaine 
was  cultivated  vigorously,  in  particular  by  Florian,  a  favourite 
pupil  of  Voltaire,  who  will  reappear  in  these  pages.  ^,^ 
Florian's  fables  are  graceful  copies  of  his  master- 
Those  of  Arnault,  with  less  grace,  have  more  originality;  often; 
indeed,  Arnault's  short  moral  poems  are  not  so  much  fables  as 
what  used  to  be  called  in  English  '  emblems.'  The  most  femous 
of  these,  which  of  itself  deserves  to  keep  Arnault's  memory  green, 
is  'La  Feuille,'  Marie  Joseph  Chenier,  the  younger  brother  of 
Andr^,  and,  unlike  him,  a  fervent  republican,  is  chiefly  known  as 
a  dramatist.  He  had,  however,  a  vein  of  satirical  verse,  which  was 
not  commonplace.  Another  dramatist,  Andrieux,  also  deserves 
mention  in  passing.  Superior  to  either  of  these  as  a  poet,  and 
wanting  only  the  good-fortune  of  having  been  bom  a  little  later, 
was  Nepomucfene  Lemercier,  a  playwright  of  no  small  merit,  and 
a  poet  of  extraordinary  but  unequal  vigour.  The  Panhypoa-isiade, 
a  kind  of  satirical  epic  par  personnagts  (to  use  the  old  French 
expression  for  a  dramatic  narrative),  is  his  principal  work,  and 
a  very  remarkable  one.  Last  of  all  have  to  be  mentioned  Fontanes 
and  Chlnedoll^,  who  are  the  characteristic  poets  of  the  ^npire, 
with  the  exception  of  an  epic  school  of  no  value.  The  chief 
importance  of  Fontanes  in  literature  is  derived  not  from  any  per- 
formances of  bis  own,  bnt  from  the  fact  that  he  was  the  appointed 
intermediary  between  Napoleon  and  the  men  of  letters  of  the  time, 
and  was  able  to  exercise  a  good  deal  of  useful  patronage.  Ch#ne- 
doll^  was  in  production  if  not  in  publication,  for  he  publitJied 
late  in  life,  a  precursor  of  Lamartine,  much  of  whose  style  and 
maimer  may  be  found  in  him.  An  amiable  appreciation  of 
natural  beauty,  and  a  tendency  to  facile  pathos,  derived  from 
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the  contemplation  of  natural  objects,  distinguish  him  from  his 
predecessors. 

The  vigorous,  if  not  always  edifying,  work  of  the  song-writers 
and  authors  of  vers  dt  soeiM  during  this  century  remains  to  be 
noticed.  The  example  of  La  Fontaine's  tales  was  followed  by 
many  writers  of  more  talent  than  scruple,  but  their 
literary  value  is  not ,  sufficient  to  entitle  them  to  a 
'.  place  here.  No  history  of  French  literature,  how- 
ever, would  be  complete  without  a  notice  of  Piron,  the  greatest 
epigrammatist  of  France,  and  one  of  her  keenest  and  brightest 
wits.  Piron's  temper  was  an  idle  one,  and  he  did  little  solid 
work  in  literature,  except  his  epigrams  and  one  comedy,  La 
M/tromanie.  He  wrote  many  vaudevilles  and  operettas,  and  no 
one,  with  the  possible  exception  of  Catullus,  has  ever  excelled 
him  in  the  art  of  packing  in  a  few  light  and  graceful  lines  the 
greatest  possible  quantity  of  malicious  wit.  Panard,  also  a  vaude- 
villist,  is  remarkable  for  the  numtier  and  excellence,  of  his  drink- 
ing songs,  and  the  variety  and  melody  of  their  rhythm.  ColJ^, 
author  of  amusing  but  spiteful  memoirs,  and,  like  Fivon  and 
Panard,  a  writer  of  comic  operettas,  excelled  rather  in  the  political 
chanson.  Gentil  Bernard,  the  Cardinal .  de  Bernis,  the  Abl)^ 
Boufflers,  and  Dorat,  were  all  writers  of  vers  de  soci/U,  the  last 
being  much  the  he&t  Their  style  of  writing  was  fiivolous  and 
conventional  in  the  extreme,  but  long  practice  and  the  vogue 
wliich  it  enjoyed  in  French  society  had  brought  it  to  something 
like  the  condition  of  a  fine  art.  Dorat  was  surnamed  by  a  con- 
temporary the  'glowworm  of  Parnassus.'  The  expression  was 
not  an  unhappy  one,  and  may  be  fairly  applied  to  the  other 
authors  who  have  been  mentioned  in  his  company.  He  himself 
was  a  rather  voluminous  author  in  different  styles.  The  literary 
ba^age  of  the  others  is  not  heavy.  Vad^,  a  writer  of  light  and 
trifling  verse,  who  died  comparatively  young,  devoted  himself  to 
composing  poems  in  the  'poissard'  dialect  of  Paris,  which  are 
among  the  best  of  such  things.  At  the  close  of  the  century,  and 
deserving  more  particular  notice,  appeared  D^saugiers,  the  l>est 
light  song-writer  of  France,  with  the  single  exception  of  B^ianger, 
and  preferred  to  him  by  some  critics.    D^saugiers  escaped  the 
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revolution  by  good  fortune,  had  3  short  but  rather  adventurous 
career  of  foreign  travel,  and  then  settled  down  to  vaudeville-writing, 
song-making,  and  jovial  living  in  Paris.  He  was  a  great  frequenter 
of  the  Caveau,  a  kind  of  irregular  club  of  men  of  ^^  r^ixtt, 
letters  which  had  been  instituted  by  Piron  and  his 
friends,  and  which  long  continued  to  be  a  literary  and  social 
rendezvous.  D^saugiers  was  the  last  of  the  older  class  of  Chan- 
ionniers,  who  relied  chiefly  on  love  and  wine  for  their  subjects,  and 
who,  if  they  touched  on  politics  at  all,  touched  on  them  merely 
from  the  personal  and  satirical  point  of  view,  with  occasional  in- 
dulgence in  cheap  patriotism.  His  songs  have  great  sweetness 
and  ease,  but  they  contain  nothing  that  can  compare  with  Stranger 
in  his  more  serious  and  pathetic  mood. 

This  is  a  sketch,  necessarily  and  designedly  rapid,  of  the  poedcal 
history  of  the  eighteenth  centuiy  in  France.  The  matter  thus 
rapidly  treated  is  of  no  small  interest  to  professed  students  of 
literature;  it  abounds  in  curious  social  indications;  it  gives  frequent 
instances  of  the  extremes!  ingenuity  applied  to  somewhat  un- 
worthy use.  But  in  the  history  of  the  literature  as  a  whole,  and  to 
those  who  have  to  regard  it  not  as  a  collection  of  curiosities, 
but  as  a  fruitful  field  of  great  and  noble  work,  it  cannot  but  be 
of  subordinate  interest,  and  as  such  requires  but  cursoiy  treat- 
ment here '. 

>  Kouget  de  L'lsle,  the  authoi  of  the  fimous  Maritillaise,  deserves  mention 
for  that  only.  He  published  poems,  but  (heit  singular  difTereace  from,  aad 
inferiorily  to,  his  masterpiece  weie  the  chief  causes  of  the  scepticism  (apparently 
ill-founded)  which  hai  sometimes  been  displayed  as  to  his  authorship  of  it. 
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CHAPTER   II. 

DRAMATISTS. 

At  the  beginning,  and  Indeed  during  the  whole  course,  of  the 
eighteenth  centuiy,  the  theatre  continued  to  enjoy  all  the  vogue 
Divisions  of  which  the  extraordinaiy  biilltancy  of  the  authors  of 
Druna.  the  preceding  age  had  conferred  on  it  There  were 
three  tolerably  distinct  kinds  of  dramatic  work — tragedy,  comedy, 
and  opera — the  latter  either  artificial  or  comic,  and  subdividing 
itself  into  a  great  many  classes,  from  the  dignified  opera  of  the 
Com^die  Fran^aise  and  the  Com^die  Italienne,  down  to  the  vaude- 
villes and  operettas  of  the  so-called  '  fair '  theatre,  Th^dlre  de  la 
Foirt.  Towards  the  middle  of  the  century  there  grew  up  a  fourth 
class,  to  which  the  not  very  appropriate  and  still  less  definite 
name  of  dramt  is  applied.  This  was  subdivided,  also  somewhat 
arbitrarily,  into  tragddie  Imtrgeohe  and  comedie  lartnqyanle.  Thus 
the  dramatic  author  had  considerable  liberty  of  choice  except  in 
tragedy  proper,  where  the  model  of  Racine  was  enforced  on  him 
with  pitiless  rigour.  La  Motte,  who  was,  as  has  been  said,  a 
brilliant  writer  of  prose,  endeavoured  to  break  these  bonds,  first, 
by  decrying  the  alleged  superiority  of  the  ancients;  secondly, 
by  attackii^  the  theory  of  the  unities;  and,  lastly,  by  boldly 
denying  the  necessity  of  verse  in  tragedy,  and  still  more  the 
necessity  of  rhyrae.  He  was,  of  course,  answered,  and  the  only 
one  of  the  answers  which  has  much  interest  for  posterity  is 
that  which  Voltaire  prefixed  to  the  second  edition  of  (Edipt. 
This  is,  as  always  with  its  author,  lively  and  ingenious,  but 
ill-informed,  destitute  of  true  critical  principles,  and  entirely  in- 
conclusive.  La  Motte  himself  wrote  a  tragedy,  Itus 
de  Casiro,  in  which  he  did  not  venture  to  carry  out  his 
own  principles,  and  which  had  some  success.   But  the  justice  of  his 
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Gtrictures  was  best  shown  by  the  increasing  feebleness  of  French 
tragedy  throughout  the  century.  Were  it  not  for  the  prodigious 
genius  of  Voltaire,  not  a  single  tragedy  of  the  age  would  now 
have  much  chance  of  being  read,  still  less  of  being  performed ; 
and  were  it  not  for  that  genius,  and  the  unequal  but  still  remark- 
able talent  of  Cr^billon  the  elder,  not  a  single  tragedy  of  the  age 
would  be  worth  reading  for  any  motive  except  curiosity,  simple  or 
studious. 

Cr^billon  was  bom  in  11S74,  and  lived  to  the  age  of  eighty-nine. 
His  family  name  was  Jolyot,  and  the  most  remarkable  thing  about 
his  private  history  is,  that,  being  clerk  to  a  lawyer,  he  was  enthu- 
siastically encouraged  by  his  master  in  his  poetical  attempts.  His 
first  acted  tragedy, /■A'wt/wi,  appeared  in  1703;  his  last, '  The  Tri- 
umvirate,' more  than  fifiy  years  later.  In  the  interval  OiAiiUon 
he  was  irregularly  busy,  and  the  duel  of  tragedies,  "*  Elder, 
which  in  his  old  age  his  partisans  got  up  between  him  and  Voltaire, 
was  not  entirely  in  favour  of  the  more  fomous  and  gifted  writer. 
Cr^billon's  best  works  were  Alrie,  1707,  and  Rhadamisie  el  Z4nobu, 
1711,  the  latter  being  his  masterpiece.  He  had,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
minute  critics  of  his  time,  some  technical  defects  of  style  and  con- 
struction. But,  despite  the  restraints  of  the  French  stage,  he  suc- 
ceeded in  being  truly  tragical  and  truly  natural ;  and  not  a  few  of 
bis  verses  have  a  grandeur  which  has  been  said  to  be  hardly 
discoverable  elsewhere  in  French  uagedy  between  Comeille  and 
Hugo. 

Voltaire's  own  tragedies  have  been  very  differently  judged  by 
different  persons.  It  has  been  said  that  they  owed  their  popu- 
larity chiefly  to  the  adroit  manner  in  which,  without  VolMlra  Mid 
going  too  far,  the  author  made  them  opportimities  '^  foiiowe™. 
for  insinuating  the  popular  opinions  of  the  time.  Yet  Zalrt 
at  least  is  still  a  successfiil  and  popular  play  on  the  stage ;  and 
it  is  admitted  that  Voltaire  had  both  a  most  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  the  objects  and  methods  of  the  playwright,  and  an  ex- 
traordinary affection  for  the  theatre.  If  to  this  be  added  bis 
astonishing  dexterity  as  a  literary  workman,  his  acuteness  in  dis- 
cerning the  taste  of  the  public,  and  his  complete  mastery  of 
the  language,  and  if  it  be  remembered  that  the  classical  French 
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tragedy  is  almost  wholly  a  /0«r  de  force,  it  will  appear  that  it 
would  have  been  very  surprising  if  he  had  not  succeeded  in  it. 
His  tragedies,  however,  are  by  no  means  of  equal  merit.  The  best 
is,  beyond  all  doubt,  the  already -mentioned  Zairt,  173a,  in  which 
Voltaire  took  just  so  much  from  the  Othello  of  that  Shakespeare 
whom  he  was  never  tired  of  decrying  as  would  suffice  to  animate 
and  support  his  own  skilful  workmanship.  The  earlier  play, 
(Edipe,  1718,  was  astonishingly  successful,  and  is  still  astonish- 
ingly clever.  La  Mort  dt  Cisw,  another  Shakespearian  adapta- 
tion, is  less  happy.  In  Ahire,  a  play  written  in  the  time  of  the 
poet's  greatest  intimacy  with  Madame  dir  ChStelet,  and  dedicated 
to  her,  his  extraordinary  talent  once  more  appears,  as  also  in 
Le  Fanatisme,  better  known  as  Mahomet,  1743.  The  best,  how- 
ever, of  his  plays,  next  to  ZaXre,  is  certainly  M/roJ>e,  1743,  which 
is  a  prodigy  of  ingenuity.  The  author  has  deliberately  eschewed 
the  means  whereby  both  Corneille  and' Racine  respectively  alle- 
viated the  dryness  and  dulness  of  the  Senecan  model — the  heroic 
virtues  of  the  one,  and  the  sighs  and  flames  of  the  other.  The 
play  probably  is  the  most  perfect  carrying  out  of  the  model 
pure  and  simple,  and  its  inferiority  is  the  inferiority  of  the  kind, 
not  of  the  individual.  Indeed  it  may  be  questioned  whether, 
on  the  mere  technical  merits,  Voltaire  is  not  superior  to  both 
Corneille  and  Racine,  though  he  is  of  course  very  far  inferior  to 
them  as  a  poet,  and  as  a  draughtsman  of  character.  Voltaire 
wrote  many  other  plays,  earlier  and  later,  of  which  Tancrede  is  the 
only  one  which  requires  special  mention.  Nor,  except  Cr^billon, 
do  the  tragic  contemporaries  and  successors  of  Voltaire  require 
more  than  very  short  notice.  Le  Franc  de  Pompignan  wrote  a 
respectable  Didon ;  Saurin,  who  was  in  some  sort  a  follower  of 
Voltaire,  a  more  than  respectable  Spartacus.  The  subject  had 
perhaps  the  chief  part  in  the  success  of  the  Stige  de  Calais  of 
Pierre  Burette,  who  called  himself  De  Belloy,  and  who  followed  it 
up  by  other  patriotic  tragedies  or  dramas.  But  he  had  the  merit 
of  attempting,  though  not  with  much  success,  some  innovations 
on  the  meagreness  of  the  established  model,'  The  tragedies  of 
La  Harpe  are  written  throughout  with  the  cold  correctness  (as 
correctness  was  then  held)  which  characterised  his  work  generally. 

L,  ,.  ;.    , Cookie 
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Almost  all  the  men  of  letters  of  this  lime  wrote  plays  of  this  kind, 
but  they  are  for  the  most  part  valueless.  Duels  is  remarkable  for  a 
serious,  and  to  a  certain  extent  successful,  attempt  to  inoculate  the 
French  tragedy  with  Shakespearian  force.  Versions  of  Hamlet,  of 
Macbeth,  and  other  plays  appeared  from  his  hands;  which  were  also 
busy  during  a  long  life  with  dramatic  work  of  all  sorts.  These 
versions  have  naturally  been  regarded  in  England  as  mere  travesties, 
but  there  seems  no  reason  to  doubt  that  they  really  operated  fa- 
vourably as  schoolmasters  to  bring  their  audience  somewhat  nearer 
to  dramatic  truth.  The  classical  tragedy  was  indeed  expiring  of 
simple  old  age,  and  most  of  the  names  of  its  practitioners,  which 
emerge  during  the  last  quarter  of  the  eighteenth  and  the  first  of 
the  nineteenth  century,  are  those  of  innovators  in  their  measure 
and  degree,  whose  innovations,  however,  were  obliterated  and  made 
forgotten  by  the  great  romantic  reform.  Marie  Joseph  Ch^nier 
followed  Voltaire's  manner  very  closely  (substituting  for  Voltaire's 
bait  of  insinuated  free-thinking  that  of  republicanism  more  or 
less  violently  expressed)  in  Charles  IX.,  Cyrus,  Caius  Gracchus, 
Henry  VIII.,  Tibire,  the  last  a  work  of  some  merit.  Legouv6 
dramatised  Gessner's  Death  0/ Abel  on  the  principles  of  Boileau. 
Nepomucfene  Lemercler,  the  strange  failure  of  a  genius  who  has 
been  already  noticed  in  the  last  chapter,  produced  much  more  re- 
markable work.  His  Agamtmmrt,  his  Fre'd/gon4e  tt  Brunehault 
and  some  others  display  his  merits,  and  show  that  he  was  striving 
after  something  better.  But,  like  most  transitional  work,  they  are 
unsatisfactory  as  a  whole.  The  Hector  of  Luce  de  Lancival,  the 
Templiers  of  Raynouard,  and  many  other  pieces,  were  once 
popular,  but  are  now  utterly  forgotten. 

The  list  of  comic  writers,  along  with  whom,  for  convenience' 
sake,  those  of  the  authors  of  opera  and  drame  may  be  included,  is 
far  longer  and  more  important  It  includes  two  men, 
Lesage  and  Beaumarchfus,  of  European  reputation, 
half-a-dozen  others,  Destouches,  Marivaux,  Piron,  Gresset,  Sedaine, 
who  have  produced  work  of  remarkable  character  and  merit,  and  a 
crowd  of  clever  playwrights  who  amused  their  own  times,  and  would 
amuse  ours,  if  it  were  not  that  all  comedy,  save  the  very  highest,  is 
Of  its  nature  eptiemeral     The'  list  is  worthily  opened  by  Lesage, 
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who,  during  the  greater  p^  of  his  life,  earned'by  vaudevilles  and 
operettas,  composed  either  alone  or  in  co-operation  for  the  Th^Stre 
de  la  Foire,  the  bread  which  his  incomparable  novels  would  hardly 
have  sufficed  to  procure  him.  This  lighter  dramatic  work  is,  it 
may  be  observed,  among  the  chief  products  of  the  century,  and 
it  has  continued  up  to  the  present  day  to  form  one  of  the  staple 
elements  in  the  joiimey-work  of  French  literature.  Little  of  it 
has  permanent  qualities,  yet  the  remarkable  talents  of  many  of 
the  men  who  composed  it  make  it,  ephemeral  as  it  \s,  interesting 
historically  and  even  intrinsically.  It  derived  partly  from  the  indi- 
genous farce,  partly  from  the  Italian  comedy  of  stock  personages, 
and  partly  from  the  merry-andrew  performances  already  mentioned. 
The  theatres  at  which  it  was  performed  were  the  object  of  much 
jealousy  from  the  Com^die  Fran9aise,  and  restrictions  of  the  most 
annoying  kind  were  placed  on  it.  Once  an  edict  forbade  more  than 
a  single  actor  to  appear — a  condition  surmounted  by  the  ingenuity 
of  Piron.  Sometimes  it  was  confined  to  dumb  show,  illustrated  by 
songs  on  placards  which  the  audience  chanted.  Often  the  audience 
joined  in  the  chorus,  and  it  may  be  said  generally  that  smging  was 
always  included.  Besides  this  rapid  and  perishable  kind  of  work 
Lesage  has  left  two  pieces  in  the  true  style  of  Molifere.  The  more 
extravagant  and  farcical  side  of  the  master's  genius  is  represented 
by  Crispin  Rival  de  son  Matlre,  1707,  a  lively  piece,  the  subject 
of  which  is  indicated  by  its  title,  and  which  carries  off  the  extreme 
and  probably  intentional  improbability  of  its  plot  by  its  brisk  and 
rapid  action,  its  vivid  pictures  of  character,  and  the  shower  of  wit 
which  the  dialogue  everywhere  pours  out.  Turcartt,  1J09,  is 
..  a  regular  comedy  of  the  highest  merit.  It-  has  been  found  fault 
with  by  some  French  critics,  enamoured  of  the  ruling  passion  and 
central  situation  theory ;  but  this  is  really  a  testimony  to  its  merit. 
Turcartt  is  in  the  strictest  sense  a  criticism  of  life  at  the  time,  and 
the  author  shows  the  true  prodigality  of  genius  in  tilling  his 
canvas.  It  is  often  described  as  a  satire  on  the  corruption 
and  vices  of  the  financiers,  who  were  the  curse  of  France  at 
the  time;  and  this  it  is  in  part.  But  the  play  satirises  as 
well  the  loose  morals  of  the  nobility,  the  follies  of  provincial 
coteries,    the    meanness    of   the    trading    classes ;    while    each 
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character,  instead  of  being  an  abstraction,  is  as  sharp  and  individual 
as  Gil  Bias  himself.  Like  Lesage,  Piron  worked  much  for  the 
theatre ;  indeed  he  made  his  d/lnit,  as  has  been  said,  by  venturing 
on  a  task  which  even  Lesage  had  declined, — the  writing  of  a 
comic  opera  with  a  single  actor  only.  Like  Lesage,  too,  he  has 
left  one  comedy  of  durable  reputation.  La  M/iromanie,  which,  if 
it  falls  short  of  Turcarel  in  holding  up  the  mirror  to  nature,  equals 
it  in  wit,  and  has  for  a  French  audience  the  attraction  of  being 
written  in  very  good  verse,  while  Turcarel  is  in  prose.  With 
perhaps  less  genius  than  Piron,  and  certainly  witlT  ISSs  than 
Lesage,  Destouches  devoted  himself  to  a  higher  class  of  work  on 
the  whole,  and  has  lefl  more  pieces  that  are  remembered.  Li 
Philosopke  MarU,  '7^7,  and  Ia  Glorimx,  1732,  are  among  the 
classics  of  French  comedy.  Le  Dissipatmr,  Le  Tambour  Nocturne, 
L'Obslacle  Imprfau  have  also  much  merit ;  and  if  La  Fautst  Agnis 
has  something  of  the  farcical  in  it,  it  is  farce  of  the  right  kind. 
Destouches  wrote  seventeen  comedies ;  and,  if  bulk  and  merit  are 
taken  together,  he  deserves  the  first  place,  or  one  second  only  to 
Marivaux,  among  the  comic  dramatists  of  the  century  in  France. 

In  contrast  to  these  three  writers,  who  all  followed  the  tradidons 
of  the  comedy  of  Molifere  and  Regnard,  Nivelle  de  la  Chauss^ ; 
invented,  or  at  least  brought  into  fashion,  what  was  called  eom/diej 
larmoyante,  or  drome.  La  Chauss^  was  a  good  deal  ridiculed 
by  his  contemporaries,  notably  by  Piron,  who  devoted  to  him  some 
of  his  most  admirable  epigrams.  But  he  was  popular,  and  not 
altogether  undeservedly  popular,  though  his  drama  occupied  in 
French  literary  history  something  of  the  same  place  as  that  of 
Lillo  and  Moore  in  Ei^lish.  La  Chauss^e  was  followed  by  a 
greater  writer,  but  a  worse  dramatist,  than  himself.  comSdie 
While  La  Chauss^e  was  a  clever  versifier  and  an  iiannoyanto. 
adroit  playwright,  Diderot  understood  the  theory  both  ^»  ChAusrio. 
of  poetry  and  of  the  theatre  much  better  than  he  Kdorot. 
understood  the  practice.  Thus  H^coh  des  Mires,  La  Gouvernante, 
Le  Prijug^  h  la  Mode  are  better  plays  than  Le  Pire  de  Famillt 
or  Le  Fih  Naturel.  It  ought  to  be  said  that  Diderot  succeeded 
better  in  two  small  pieces.  La  Piece  el  k  Prologue  and  Est-il  Bon  f 
Esl-ii  Michanlf  which  were  never  acted.     It  should  perhaps  also 
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be  explained  that  the  peculiarity  of  what  was  almost  indifferently 
called  trag^die  hourgeoise  and  comidtt  larmoyanle  is  the  choice 
of  possible  situations  in  real  life,  which  neither  of  the  two  con- 
ventional treatments  of  heroic  tragedy  and  comedy  purely  comic 
can  afford.  Many  writers  followed  La  Chauss^  and  Diderot 
Of  these  the  most  important  perhaps  was  Saurin,  who,  not  content 
with  regular  tragedy  and  comedy,  obtained  much  success  with 
Beverley,  an  adaptation  of  Moore's  Gamuter,  of  which  Diderot 
wrote  an  unacted  version. 

L'McqU  dts  Bourgeois  and  L'Embarras  des  Richesses,  by  D'Allain- 
val,  one  of  the  few  French  writers  who  experienced  the  privations 
of  their  English  contemporaries  in  Grub  Street  are  good  pieces, 
and  so  are  the  short  La  Pupilie  and  the  Originaux  of  Fagan,  a 
clerk  in  the  public  service,  who,  like  Lesage  and  Piron  (CoU^  and 
Panard  may  be  added),  wrote  vaudevilles,  parades,  etc.  for  the 
Th^Stre  de  la  Poire.  In  the  titles  of  most  df  these  pieces  the 
close  following  of  Moli^re,  which  was  usual,  and  wisely  usual,, 
during  the  first  half  of  the  century,  may  be  noticed. 

The  same  tradition  is  observed  in  one  of  the  best  comedies  of 
the  century,  the  Michant  of  Gresset,  which,  like  his  poem  of  Ver- 
Vert,  had  a  great  success,  and  deserved  it,  being  equally  good  as 
„  _,  literature  and  as  drama.     Marivaux,  without,  perhaps, 

attaming  as  positive  an  excellence,  was  more  ongmal, 
and  very  much  more  productive.  The  fullest  edition  of  his 
dramatic  works  contains  thirty-two  pieces,  and  even  this  is  not 
complete  Several  of  them,  Le  Jeu  de  t Amour  el  du  Hasard, 
1730,  Le  Legs,  1736,  Les  Faasses  Confidences,  1737,  have  con- 
tinued to  be  popular.  All  the  work  of  Marivaux,  dramatic  and 
non-dramatic,  is  pervaded  more  or  less  by  a  peculiarity  which  at 
f  the  time  received  the  name  of  Marivaudage.  This  peculiarity 
I  consists  partly  in  the  sentiment,  and  pardy  in  the  phraseology. 
The  former  is  characteristic  of  the  eighteenth  century,  disguising 
a  considerable  affectation  under  a  mask  of  simplicity,  and  the 
latter  (sparkling  with  abundant,  if  somewhat  precious  wit)  is  in- 
geniously constructed  to  suit  it  and  carry  it  off. 

Of  the  three  greatest  literary  names  of  the  time,  Diderot,  it 
has  been    seen,  tried  the    theatre  not  too  happily.     Voltaire,  as 
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successful  in  tragedy  as  his  models  permitted  him  to  be,  was  not 

successful  at  all  in  comedy,  and,  indeed,  rarely  tried  it  His  best 
piece,  Nanine,  a  dramatisation  of  Pamela,  or  at  least  suggested  by 
it,  is  chiefly  remarkable  for  being  written  in  decasyllabic  verse. 
The  third,  Rousseau,  who  lived  to  denounce  the  theatre,  wrote 
a  short  operetta,  Le  Devin  du  Village,  which  is  not  without  merit. 
Desmahis,  a  prot^g^  of  Voltaire,  produced,  in  1750,  a  good 
comtAy,  L'ImperlituttI,  on  a  small  scale;  and  La  None,  another 
of  his  favourites  (for  he  was  as  indulgent  to  his  juniors  as  he  was 
jealous  of  men  of  his  own  standing),  the  Coquette  Corrig/e.  A 
third  member  of  the  same  class,  Saurin,  already  twioe  mentioned, 
must  be  mentioned  again,  and  still  more  deservedly,  for  Les  Mauri 
du  Temps.  The  best  dramatists,  however,  among  the  immediate 
followers  of  the  Pkilosophes  were  Sedaine  and  Marmontel.  Sedaine 
is,  indeed,  with  the  possible  exception  of  Beaumarchais,  the  best 
dramatist  of  the  last  half  of  the  century,  Le  Philosophe  sans  le 
Savoir,  1765,  and  La  Gageure  Imprivue^  1768,  are  both  admirable 
pieces.  The  author,  like  many  of  his  predecessors,  was  a  constant 
worker  for  the  Op^ra  Comique,  and  one  of  the  best  of  the  class. 
Marmontel  also  adopted  this  line  of  composition,  to  which  the 
musical  talent  of  Gr^iry  gave,  at  the  time,  great  advantages.  His. 
best  light  dramatic  work  is  a  kind  of  comedy  vaudeville,  the  Ami 
de  la  Maison. 

Beyond  all  doubt,  however,  the  most  remarkable,  if  not  the  best, 
dramatist  of  the  late  eighteenth  century  is  Beaumar-  Beanniar- 
chais.  Some  critics  have  seen  in  the  enormous  oii»iB. 
success  of  the  Barbier  de  Sfvillt,  1775,  and  the  Mariage  de  Figaro, 
1784,  nothing  but  a  succh  de  circonslanee  connected  with  the 
political  ideas  which  were  then  fermenting  in  men's  minds.  This 
seems  to  be  unjust,  or  rather  it  is  unjust  not  to  recognise  some- 
thing very  like  genius  in  the  manner  in  which  the  author  has  suc- 
ceeded in  shaping  his  subject,  without  choosing  a  specially-political 
one,  so  as  to  produce  the  effect  acknowledged.  The  wit  of  these 
two  plays,  moreover,  is  indisputable.  But  it  may  be  allowed  that 
Beaumarchais'  other  productions  are  inferior,  and  that  his  Mi- 
moires,  which  are  not  dramatic  at  all,  contain  as  much  wit  as 
the  Figaro  plays.     As  a  satirist  of  society  and  a  contributor  of 
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illustrations  to  history,  Beautnarchais  must  always  hold  a  very 
high  place,  higher  perhaps  than  as  an  artist  in  literature.  Of  his 
life,  it  is  enough  to  say  that  he  was  born  in  1731 ;  became  music 
master  to  the  daughters  of  Louis  XV. ;  engaged  in  a  law-suit,  the 
subject  of  the  Mimoirti,  with  some  high  legal  functionaries  ;  made 
a  fortune  by  speculating  and  by  contracts  in  the  American  war,  and 
lost  it  by  further  speculations,  one  of  which  was  the  preparation 
of  a  sumptuous  edition  of  Voltaire.  BesiJes  the  Figaro  plays, 
his  chief  dramatic  works  are  Eugfnie,  Les  Deux  Amis,  and  lastly. 
La  Mire  Coupahle,  in  which  the  characiers  of  his  two  famous 
works  reappear. 

After  Beauraarchais,  but  few  comic  authors  demand  mention. 
Collin  d'Harleville,  one  of  the  pleasantest  writers  of  hght  comedies 
in  verse,  produced  Les  Ckdleaux  en  Espagne,  L'lticomlanI,  LOpti- 
tnisle,  and  Le  Vieux  Ce'libaiaire,  1792,  all  sparkling  pieces,  which 
only  need  freeing  from  the  restraints  of  rhyme.  Andrieux,  the 
author  of  Les  £tourdis,  1787,  Lt  Tr/sor,  Lt  Vieux  Fat,  and 
Others,  has  something  of  the  same  character.  Nepomuc&ne  Le- 
mercier  distinguished  himself  in  comedy,  chiefly  by  Plautt,  in 
irregular  verse,  and  by  a  comedy-drama,  Pinto,  in  prose.  These 
have  his  usual  characteristics  of  somewhat  spasmodic  genius. 
Fabre  d'Eglantine,  the  companion  of  Danton  and  Camille  Des- 
moulins  on  the  scaffold,  is  belter  remembered  for  his  death  than 
for  his  life.  But  his  Intrigue  Epislolaire  and  Philinie  ie  Moliire 
shew  talent     Le  Sourd,  by  Desforges,  is  an  amusing  play. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  positive  achievements  of  drama  during 
this  period  were  considerably  superior  to  those  of 

t-o»  or  '  I^^'''y-  The  tragedies  of  Voltaire  are  prodigies  of 
Sttghteenth-  literary  cleverness.     In  comedy  proper  Lesage  pro- 

MBtury  duced  work  of  enduring  value ;  Deslouches,  Mari- 
vaui,  Fii'on,  Gresset,  and  some  others,  work  which 
does  not  require  any  very  great  indulgence  to  entitle  it  to  the 
name,  in  the  right  sense,  of  classical ;  Beaumarchais,  work  which 
is  indissolubly  connected  with  great  historical  events,  and  which  is 
not  unworthy  the  connection.  Moreover,  as  a  matter  of  general 
literary  history,  the  drama  during  this  time  displays  numerotis 
evidences  of  Ufe  and  promise,  as  well  as  of  decadence.     The 


ch.  II.]  Dramatists.  387 

gradual  recognition  of  the  vaudeville  as  a  separate  literaiy  kind 
gave  occasion  to  much  work,  the  ephemeral  character  of  which 
should  nol  be  allowed  to  obscure  its  real  literary  excellence,  and 
founded  a  school  which  is  Btill  living  and  flourishing  with  by  no 
means  simulated  life.  The  attempt  of  La  Chauss^  and  Diderot 
to  widen  the  range  and  break  down  the  barriers  of  legitimate 
drama  was  premature,  and  not  altogether  well  directed ;  but  it 
was  the  forerunner  of  the  great  and  durable  reaction  of  nearly 
a  century  later.  Still  the  actual  dramatic  accomplishment  of  this 
period,  though  in  many  ways  interesting,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
positively  valuable,  is  not  of  the  first  class.  It  is  made  up  either 
of  clever  imitations  and  variations  of  modes  which  had  already 
been  expressed  with  greater  perfection,  and  with  far  greater 
genius,  by  the  preceding  century,  or  of  what  may  be  fairly  called 
dramatic  pamphleteering,  or  else  of  tentative  and  immature  ex- 
periments in  reform,  which  came  to  nothing,  or  to  very  litde, 
for  the  time  being.  Even  its  most  gifted  practitioners  regarded 
it  as  a  kind  of  journey-work,  which  was  understood  to  lead  to 
honour  and  profit,  rather  than  as  an  art,  in  which  honour  and 
profit,  if  not  entirely  to  be  ignored,  are  altogether  secondary 
considerations.  Hence,  in  a  lesser  degree,  the  drama  of  the 
eighteenth  century  shares  the  disadvantage  which  has  been  noted 
as  characterising  its  poetry.  Its  value  is  a  value  of  curiosity  chiefly, 
a  relative  value.  Indeed,  as  a  mere  mechanical  art,  drama  sank 
even  lower  than  poetry  proper  ever  sank ;  and  for  some  fifty  years 
before  the  romantic  revival  it  may  be  doubled  whether  a  single 
play  was  written,  the  destruction  of  which  need  greatly  grieve  even 
the  most  sensitive  and  appreciative  student  of  French  literary 
history. 
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CHAPTER   III. 

NOVELISTS. 

Tub  pecnliarity  of  the  eighteenth  century  in  France  as  regards 
literature-'-that  is  lo  say,  the  application  of  great  talents  to  almost 
every  branch  of  literary  production  without  the  result  of  a  distinct 
original  growth  in  any  one  department — is  nowhere  more  notice- 
able than  in  the  department  of  prose  fiction'.  The  names  of 
Lesage,  Provost,  Marivaux,  Voltaire,  Rousseau,  are  deservedly  re- 
corded among  the  list  of  the  best  novel  writers.  Yet,  with  the 
exception  of  Manon  Ltscaut,  which  for  the  time  had  no  imitators, 
of  the  great  works  of  Lesage  which,  admirable  in  execution,  were 
by  no  means  original  in  conception,  and  of  the  exquisite  but  com- 
paratively insignificant  variety  of  the  prose  Conle,  of  which  Voltwre 
was  the  chief  practitioner,  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  masterpiece. 
Still  less  anything  in  the  nature  of  an  epoch-making  work,  was  com- 
posed. The  example  of  Matum  was  left  for  the  nineteenth  century 
to  develop,  the  others  either  died  out  (the  adventure  romance, 

'  The  works  of  Action  written  by  the  great  anthors  of  the  centary  arc  easily 
obtainable.  Mancn  Lesiaiti  has  been  frequently  and  aatisfactorily  reprodnced 
of  late  yeara—the  two  editions  of  Glady,  with  and  without  illuetrationl,  being 
especially  noteworthy.  Restif  de  la  Bretonne  is  a  literary  curiosity  whose 
voluminous  works  hardly  any  collector  possesses  in  their  entirety;  but  the 
three  volumes  of  the  CunUmporaints,  selected  and  edited  for  the  Nettotllt 
CoUcctien  Janmt  by  M.  Assdzat,  will  give  a  veiy  fair  idea  of  his  peculiarities. 
Of  most  of  the  other  authors  mentioned  convenient,  handsome,  and  not  loo  ex- 
penave  editions  will  be  found  in  the  Bibliothique  Amusante  of  MM.  Gamier 
Frires.  This  includes  Mesdames  de  Tencin,  de  Fontaines,  Kiccoboni,  de  Beau- 
mont, de  Genlis,  de  Duras,  de  Soma,  as  well  as  Mativaux  and  Fi^v^.  Le> 
sage't  moie  remarkable  fictions  on  obtainable  at  every  libiaiy.  Xavier  de 
Maistre  forms  a  single  clieap  voloiie.  A  handsome  little  edition  of  Condant'i 
Adelphe  has  been  edited  1^  M.  de  Loscure  for  the  librairie  dn  Bibliophiles. 
CazoKe's  Diablt  Amourtux  is  in  the  NmvtlU  CtlUclten  Janmt.  H.  Uianne'i 
reproductions  of  the  prose  tale-tellers  are  excellent. 
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aC^r  Lesage's  model,  flourishing  brilliantly  in  England,  but  hardly 
at  all  in  France),  or  else  were  subordinated  to  a  purpose,  the  pur- 
pose of  advocating  phtlosophe  views,  or  of  pandering  to  the  not 
very  healthy  cravings  of  an  altogether  artificial  society.  Yet,  so 
far  as  merely  literary  merits  are  concerned,  few  branches  of  litera- 
ture were  more  fertile  than  this  during  the  period. 

The  first,  and  on  the  whole,  the  most  considerable  name  of  the 
century  in  fiction  is  that  of  the  author  of  Gil  Bias.  Alsun  Ren^ 
Lesage  was  born  at  Sarzeau,  near  Vannes,  on  the  LemBo. 
8tb  of  May,  1668,  and  died  at  Boulogne  on  the  17th 
of  November,  1747.  He  was  bred  a  lawyer,  and  should  have  had' 
a  fair  competence,  but,  being  early  left  an  orphan,  was  deprived  of 
most  of  his  property  by  the  dishonesty  of  his  guardian.  He  married 
young,  moreover,  and,  unlike  most  of  the  prominent  men  of  letters 
of  his  day,  never  seems  to  have  enjoyed  any  solid  patronage  or 
protection  from  any  powerful  man  or  woman.  This  is  indeed 
suBtciently  accounted  for  by  anecdotes  which  exist  showing  his 
extreme  independence  of  character.  Like  most  men  of  talent  in 
such  circumstances,  he  turned,  though  not  very  early,  to  literature, 
and  began  by  a  translation  of  the  'Letters'  of  Aristaenetus.  No 
great  success  could  have  awaited  him  in  this  hue,  and  perhaps  the 
greatest  stroke  of  good-fortune  in  his  life  was  the  suggestion  of 
the  Abb^  de  Lyonne  that  be  should  turn  his  attention  to  Spanish 
literature,  a  suggestion  which  was  not  made  more  unpalatable  by  the 
present  of  a  small  annuity.  He  translated  the '  New  Don  Quixote ' 
of  Avellaneda  (than  which  he  might  have  found  a  better  subject), 
and  he  adapted  freely  plays  from  Rojas,  Lope  de  Vega,  and  Cal- 
deron.  It  was  not,  however,  till  he  was  nearly  forty  that  he  pro- 
duced anything  of  real  merit.  The  Diabk  Boitmx  appeared  in 
1707,  and  was  at  once  popular.  Still  Lesage  did  not  desert  the  , 
stage,  and  the  production  of  his  admirable  comedy  Turcaret  ought 
to  have  secured  him  success  there.  But  the  Com^die  Fran^aise 
was  at  that  time  more  under  the  influence  of  clique  than  at  any 
other  time  of  its  history;  and  Lesage,  disgusted  with  the  treat- 
ment he  received  from  it,  gave  himself  up  entirely  to  writing  farces 
and  operettas  for  the  minor  theatres,  and  to  prose  fiction.  Gil 
Bias,  his  greatest  work,  originally  appeared  in  1715,  but  was  not 
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completed  till  twenty  years  later.  He  also  wrote — besides  one  or 
two  bright  but  trifling  minor  works  of  a  fictitious 'chaiacter,  La 
Valise  Trouv£e  (a  letter-bag  supposed  to  be  picked  up),  Une  Journ/e 
dfs  Parques,  a.  keen  piece  of  Lucianic  satire,  etc. — many  other 
romances  in  the  same  general  style  as  his  great  works,  and  more 
or  less  borrowed  from  Spanish  originals.  The  chief  of  these  are 
GuB/nan  d'Al/arache,  EsUvaniUe  Gonzales,  Le  Bachelier  dt  Sala~ 
manque,  and  a  curious  Defoe-like  book  entitled  Vie  el  Avenlures 
dt  M,  de  Beauchine.  In  his  old  age  he  retired  to  the  house  of  his 
second  son,  who  held  a  canonry  at  Boulogne,  and  resided  there  for 
some  years,  until,  in  1J47,  he  died  in  his  eightieth  year.  His  works 
have  hitherto  been  very  insufficiently  collected  and  edited. 

Le  DiabU  Boileux  and  Gil  Bias  are  far  the  greatest  of  Lesage's 
romances,  and,  as  it  happens,  they  are  the  most  original,  little 
except  the  starting-point  being  borrowed  in  the  one  case,  and 
nothing  but  a  few  detached  details  in  the  other.  Lesage  was, 
however,  true  to  the  general  spirit  of  his  model,  the  picaroon  ro- 
mance of  Spain,  a  kind  of  Roman  d' Avenlures  transported  from 
the  days  and  conventional  conditions  of  chivalry  to  those  of  ordi- 
nary but  still  adventurous  life  in  the  Peninsula.  The  directly 
salirical  intention  predominates  in  the  Dtable  Boileux,  the  more 
purely  narrative  faculty  in  Gil  Bias.  In  both  the  piercing  ob- 
servation of  human  character,  which  Lesage  possessed  in  a  greater 
degree  perhaps  than  any  other  French  writer,  appears,  and  so  does 
his  remarkable  power  of  making  the  results  of  this  observation  live 
and  move.  No  French  writer  is  so  little  of  a  mere  Frenchman  as 
Lesage,  and  in  this  point  of  cosmopolitan  humanity  he  may  be 
compared,  without  extravagance,  in  kind  if  not  in  degree,  to  Shake- 
speare. Besides  his  skill  in  character- drawing,  and  his  faculty 
of  spicing  his  narrative  with  epigram,  Lesage  also  possessed  ex- 
traordinary narrative  ability.  His  books  are  not  remarkable  for 
what  is  called  plot,  that  is  to  say,  the  action  rather  continues  inde- 
finitely in  a  straight  line  than  converges  on  a  given  and  definite 
poinL  But  this  continuance  is  so  adroitly  managed  that  no  break 
is  felt,  and  the  succession  very  seldom  becomes  tedious.  The 
novel  of  Lesage  is  the  immediate  parent  and  pattern  of  that  of 
Fielding  and  Smollett  in   England.     It  is  somewhat  remarkable 
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that  it  had  no  successors  of  importance  or  merit  in  France.     This 

is  probably  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  cosmopolitan  tone  which 
has  been  already  remarked  upon.  Indeed  Lesage,  as  a  rule,  has  had 
less  justice  done  to  him  by  his  countrymen  than  any  other  of  their 
great  writers.  Yet  his  style,  looked  at  merely  from  the  point  of 
view  of  art,  is  excellent,  and  perhaps  superior  to  that  of  any  of  his 
contemporaries  properly  so  called. 

Close  in  the  track  of  Madame  de  !a  Fayette  followed  Madame 
de  Fontaines  (Marie  Louise  Charlotte  de  Givri),  the  date  of  whose 
birth  is  unknown,  but  who  died  in  1730.  She  was  a.  friend  of 
Voltaire's  youth,  and  her  best  work  is  named  La  ComUsse  de 
Savoie,  the  date  of  the  story  being  the  eleventh  century.  She 
also  wrote  a  short  story  of  less  merit  called  Aminophis.  Mndame 
de  Tencin  (Claudine  Alexandrine  Gu^rin),  the  mother  of  D'Alem- 
bert,  the  friend  of  Fontenelle,  and  one  of  the  most  famous  salon- 
holders  of  the  early  eighteenth  century,  was  a  more  fertile  and 
a  cleverer  writer.  She  was  born  in  i68r,  and  died  in  1749.  She 
had  a  bad  heart,  but  an  excellent  head,  and  she  showed  her 
powers  in  the  M/motres  du  Comle  de  Cotnminges  and  the  Si^  de 
Calais,  besides  some  minor  works.  The  fault  of  almost  all  ro- 
mances of  the  La  Fayette  school,  the  habit  of  throwing  the  scene 
into  periods  about  which  the  writers  knew  nothing,  appears  in 
these  works. 

But  the  first  writer  of  fiction  after  Lesage  who  is  worthy  of 

separate  mention  at  any  length  (for  in  these  later  centuries  of  our 

history  there  are,  as  any  reader  of  books  will  under-    „  _, 

,  ,  r  -  ■  .  .      Marlvaui. 

stand,  vast  numbers  of  pracLtioners  in  every  branch 

of  literary  art  who  are  entirely  unworthy  of  notice  in  a  compendious 

history  of  literature)   is    Marivaus,   an    original   and   remarkable 

novelist,  who,  though  by  no  possibility  to  be  ranked  among  the 

great  names  of  French  hterature,  occupies  a  not  inconsiderable 

place   among    those    who    are    remarkable  without   being   great 

Pierre  Carlet  de  Marivaux,  whose  strict  paternal  appellation  was 

simply  Pierre  Carlet,  was  born  at  Paris  on  the  8th  of  February, 

1688.     His  father  was  of  Norman  origin,  and  held  employments 

in  the  financial  branch  of  the  public  service.     Very  little  is  known 

of  the  son's  youth,  and  indeed  not  much  of  his  life.     He  is  said  to 
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have  produced  his  first  play,  Le  Plrt  Prudent  it  EquitahU,  at  the 
age  of  eighteen,  and  his  dramatic  industry  was  thenceforward  con- 
siderable. As  a  romancer  he  worked  more  by  fits  and  starts.  His 
first  attempt  at  prose  fiction  is  said  to  have  been — for  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  attribution  is  not  certain — a  romance  in  a  kind  of 
pseudo-Spanish  style,  called  Les  Effets  surprcnants  de  la  Sytnpalhie, 
published  sis  years  later.  Then  he  took  to  the  sterile  and  ignoble 
literature  of  travesty,  attacking  Homer  and  F^nelon  in  the  style  of 
Scarron  and  Cotton.  This  brought  him,  through  La  Motte,  under 
the  influence  of  Fonlenelle,  to  whom  he  owed  not  a  little.  He 
made  a  fortune  and  lost  it  in  Law's  bubble.  Then  he  turned 
journalist,  and  after  writing  social  articles  in  the  Mercuri,  siarled 
a  periodical  himself,  the  nature  of  which  is  sufliciently  shown  by 
its  borrowed  title,  Lt  Spedaleur  Franfais,  1722.  At  a  later  period 
he  began  another  paper  of  the  same  kind,  Lt  Cabinet  du  Philosophe, 
1J34.  His  plays,  which  have  been  already  noticed,  were  written 
partly  for  the  Com^die  Franjaise,  -and  partly  for  a  very  popular 
Italian  company  which  appeared  in  France  during  the  second 
quarter  of  the  century.  But  for  the  present  purpose  his  works 
which  concern  us  are  the  famous  romance  of  ^/ananw,  1731-1742, 
and  the  less-known  one  of  the  Paysan  Parvenu,  17^5.  His 
dramas,  rather  than  his  fictions,  procured  him  a  place  in  the 
Academy  in  174a,  and  he  died  in  1763. 

Marianne  has  been  said  to  be  the  origin  of  Pamela,  which  may 
not  be  exactly  the  fact,  though  it  is  difficult  not  to  believe  (hat  it 
gave  Richardson  his  idea.  But  it  is  certain  that  it  is  a  remarkable 
novel,  and  that  it,  rather  than  the  plays,  gave  rise  to  the  singular 
phrase  Martvaudage,  with  which  the  author,  not  at  all  voluntarily, 
has  enriched  literature.  The  plot  is  simple  enough.  A  poor  but 
virtuous  girl  has  adventures  and  recounts  them,  and  the  manner 
of  recounting  is  extremely  original.  A  morally  faulty  but  in- 
tellectually admirabli  contemporary,  Cr^billon  the  younger,  de- 
scribed this  mannei  excellently  by  saying  that  the  characters  not 
only  say  everything  that  they  have  done  and  everything  that  they 
have  thought,  but  everything  that  they  would  have  liked  to  think 
but  did  noL  This  curious  kind  of  mental  analysis  is  expressed  in 
a  style  which  cannot  be  defended  from  the  charge  of  affectation 
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notwithstanding  its  extreme  ingenuity  and  occasional  wit.  The 
real  importance  of  Marinniu  in  the  history  of  fiction  is  that  it 
is  the  first  example  of  the  novel  of  analysis  rather  than  of  in- 
cident (though  incident  is  still  prominent),  and  the  first  in  which 
an  elaborate  style,  strongly  imbued  with  mannerism,  is  applied 
to  this  purpose.  The  Paysan  Parvenu,  the  title  of  wiiich  sug- 
gested Rcstif's  novel  Le  Paysan  Pervtrti,  and  which  was  probably 
not  without  influence  on  Joseph  Andrews,  is  not  very  different 
in  manner  from  Marianne,  and,  like  it,  was  left  unfinisKed  after 
publicai;on  in  parts  at  long  intervals. 

A  third  eminent  writer  of  novels  was,  in  point  of  production, 
a  contemporary  of  Lesage  and  Marivaus,  diough  he  was  nearly 
thirty  years  younger  than  the  first,  and  fully  ten  years  „  . 
younger  than  the  second,  and  he  more  than  either  of 
them  set  the  example  of  the  modern  novel.  The  Abb^  Provost, 
sometimes  called  Provost  d'Exilles,  was  born  at  Hesdin,  in  Picardy, 
in  April,  1697.  He  was  brought  up  by  the  Jesuits,  and  after 
a  curious  hesitation  between  entering  the  order  and  becoming 
a  soldier  (he  actually  served  for  some  time)  he  joined  the  famous 
community  of  the  Benedictines  of  Saint  Maur,  the  most  learned 
monastic  body  in  the  Roman  church.  When  he  did  this  he  was 
four-and-twenty,  and  he  continued  for  some  six  years  to  give  him- 
self up  to  study,  not  without  interludes  of  professorial  work  and 
of  preaching.  He  became,  however,  disgusted  with  his  order,  and 
unfortunately  left  his  convent  before  technical  permission  had  been 
given;  a  proceeding  which  kept  him  an  exile  from  France  for 
several  years.  It  was  at  this  time  (1728)  that  he  threw  himself 
into  novel-writing,  taking  his  models,  and  in  some  cases,  his  scenes 
and  characters,  from  England,  which  he  visited,  and  of  which  he 
was  a  fervent  admirer.  He  obtained  permission  to  return  in  1735, 
and  then  started  a  paper  called  Le  Pour  el  le  Conire,  something 
like  those  of  Marivaux,  but  more  like  a  modern  critical  review. 
He  received  the  protection  of  several  persons  of  position  and  in- 
fluence, notably  the  Prince  de  Conti  and  the  Chancellor  D' Agues-. 
seau,  and  for  nearly  thirty  years  led  a  laborious  literary  life,  in  the 
ctjurse  of  which  he  is  said  to  have  written  nearly  a  hundred  volumes, 
mostly  compilations.     His  death,  which  occurred  in  November, 
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1763,  was  perhaps  the  most  horrible  in  liteTEry  history.  He  was 
on  bis  way  from  Paris  to  bis  cottage  neai  Chantilly,  when  be  was 
struck  by  apoplexy.  A  stupid  village  doctor  took  him  for  dead, 
and  began  a  post-mortem  examination  to  discover  the  cause. 
Provost  revived  at  the  stroke  of  the  knife,  but  was  so  injured  by 
it  that  be  expired  shortly  afterwards. 

His  chief  works  of  fiction  are  the  M/moires  tfun  Homme  de 
Qualite,  1729,  Cleveland,  and  tbe  Doyen  de  KilUrine,  1735,  ro- 
mances of  adventure  occnpjing  a  middle  place  between  those  of 
Lesage  and  Marivaux.  But  he  would  have  been  long  forgotten 
had  it  not  been  for  an  episode  or  rather  postscript  of  the  Mimoires 
entitled  Manon  Lescaul,  in  which  all  competent  criticism  recognises 
the  first  masterpiece  of  French  literature  which  can  properly  t>e 
called  a  novel.  Manon  is  a  young  girl  with  whom  the  Chevalier 
des  Grieux,  almost  as  young  as  herself,  falls  frantically  in  love. 
The  pair  fly  to  Paris,  and  the  novel  is  occupied  with  tbe  descrip- 
tion of  Manon's  fiutblessness — a  faithlessness  based  not  on  want 
of  love  for  Des  Grieux,  but  on  an  overmastering  desire  for  luxury 
and  comfort  with  which  he  cannot  always  supply  her.  The  story, 
which  is  narrated  by  Des  Grieux,  and  which  has  a  most  pathetic 
ending,  is  chiefly  remarkable  for  the  perfect  simplicity  and  ab- 
solute !ife-!ikenes3  of  the  character- drawing.  The  despairing 
constancy  of  Des  Grieux,  conscious  of  the  vileness  of  his  idol, 
yet  unable  to  help  loving  her,  the  sober  goodness  of  bis  friend 
Tiberge,  tbe  roystering  villany  of  Manon's  brother  Lescaut,  and, 
above  all,  the  surprising  and  novel,  but  strictly  practical  and  ' 
reasonable,  figure  of  Manon,  who,  in  her  way,  loves  Des  Grieux, 
who  bas  no  objection  to  deceive  her  richer  lovers  for  him,  but 
whose  first  craving  is  for  material  welj-being  and  prosperity — 
make  up  a  gallery  which  has  rarely  been  exceeded  in  power  and 
interest. 

A  novelist  of  merit,  slightly  junior  to  these,  was  Madame  Ricco- 
boni  (Marie  Jeanne  Laboras  de  M^zjferes),  who  was  born  in  1713, 
married  an  actor  and  dramatic  author  of  little  talent,  and  died  at 
a  great  age  in  1792.  Her  best  works  of  fiction  are  Le  Marquis  de 
Cressy,  Mylady  Caleshy,  and  Ernestine,  with  an  exceedingly  clever 
coniinuatioii  (which,  however,  stops  short  of  the  conclusion)  of 
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Marivaux'  Marianne.  All  these  books  are  constructed  wiih  con- 
siderable skill,  and  are  good  examples  of  what  may  be  called  the 

sentimental  romance.  Duclos,  better  known  now  for  his  historical 
and  historical-ethical  work,  was  also  a  novel-writer  at  this  period. 
The  Ltltres  du  Marquis  de  Roselle,  of  Madame  Elie  de  Beaumont, 
rather  resembles  the  work  of  Madame  Riccoboni. 

The  works  of  the  three  principal  writers  who  have  just  been 
discussed  belong  to  the  first  half  of  the  century,  and  do  not 
exhibit  those  characteristics  by  which  it  is  most  generally  known. 
Marivaux  is  indeed  an  important  representative  of  the  laborious 
gallantry  which  descended  from  the  days  of  the  prMttists — Fon- 
tcnelle  being  a  link  between  the  two  ages — and  Provost  exhibits,  in 
at  least  its  earlier  stage,  the  sensibility  which  was  one  of  the  great 
characteristics  of  the  eighteenth  century.  But  neither  of  them  can  in 
the  least  be  called  a  pkitosophe.  On  the  other  hand,  the  phtlosophe 
movement,  which  dominated  the  middle  and  latter  portions  of  the 
age,  was  not  long  in  invading  the  department  of  fiction.  Each  of 
the  three  celebrated  men  who  stood  at  its  head  devoted  himself  to 
the  novel  in  one  or  other  of  its  forms ;  while  Montesquieu,  in  the 
Leitres  Ftrsanes,  came  near  to  it,  and  each  of  the  trio  themselves 
had  more  or  fewer  followers  in  fiction. 

No  long  work  of  prose  fiction  stands  under  the  name  of  Voltaire, 
but  it  may  be  doubted  whether  any  of  his  works  displays  his  pecu- 
liar genius  more  fully  and  more  characteristically  than  . 
the  short  tales  in  prose  which  he  has  left.  Every  one 
of  them  has  a  moral,  political,  social,  or  theological  purpose.  Zadtg^ 
1748,  is,  perhaps,  in  its  general  aim,  rather  philosophical  in  the 
proper  sense;  Babouc.  1746,  social;  Mimnon,  1747,  ethicaL  Mi- 
cromigas,  1752,  is  a  satire  on  certain  forms  of  science;  the  group 
of  smaller  tales,  such  as  Le  Taureau  Blanc,  are  theological  or 
rather  anti-theological.  Ulnginu,  1767,  and  L' Homme  aux  Qua- 
ranU  £aes  (same  dale),  are  political  from  different  points  of  view. 
All  these  objects  meet  and  unite  in  the  most  famous  and  most 
daring  of  all,  Candidt,  1758.  Written  ostensibly  to  ridicule  phi- 
losophical optimism,  and  on  the  spur  given  to  pessimist  theories 
by  the  Lisbon  earthquake,  Candide  is  really  as  comprehensive  as  it 
is  desultory.     Religion,  political  government,  national  peculiarities. 
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human  wcaknesSj  ambition,  love,  loyalty,  all  come  in  for  the 
unfailing  sneer.  The  moral,  wherever  there  is  a  moral,  is,  'be 
tolerant,  and  cullivts  voire  jar  din  ^  that  is  to  say,  do  whatsoever 
work  you  have  to  do  diligently.  But  in  all  these  tales  the  de- 
structive element  has  a  good  deal  the  better  of  the  constructive. 
As  literature,  however,  they  are  almost  invariably  admirable. 
There  is  probably  no  single  ixiok  in  existence  which  contains  so 
much  wit,  pure  and  simple,  as  the  moderate  sized  octavo  in  which 
are  comprised  these  two  or  three  dozen  short  stories,  none  of  which 
exceeds  a  hundred  pages  or  so  in  length,  while  many  do  not  extend 
beyond  two  or  three.  Nowhereis  the  capacity  of  the  French  language 
for  persiflage  better  shown,  and  nowhere,  perhaps,  are  more  phrases 
which  have  become  household  words  to  be  found.  Nowhere  also, 
it  is  true,  is  the  utter  want  of  reverence,  which  was  Voltaire's 
greatest  fault,  and  the  absence  of  profundity,  which  accompanied 
his  marvellous  superficial  range  and  acuteness,  more  constantly 
displayed. 

No  inconsiderable  portion  of  the  extensive  and  unequal  work 
Did  t  ^^  Diderot  is  occupied  by  prose  fiction.  He  began 
by  a  licentious  tale  in  the  manner,  but  without  the 
wit,  of  Cr^billon  the  younger ;  a  tale  in  which,  save  a  little  social 
satire,  there  was  no  purpose  whatever.  But  by  degrees  he,  like 
Voltaire,  began  to  use  ihe  novel  as  a  polemical  weapon.  The 
powerful  story  of  £a  Hetigteuse.  1760,  was  the  boldest  attack  which, 
since  the  Reformation  and  the  licence  of  Latin  writing,  had  been 
made  on  the  drawbacks  and  dangers  of  conventual  life.  Jacques 
le  Falalisle,  1766,  is  a  curious  book,  partly  suggested,  no  doubt, 
by  Sterne,  but  having  a  legitimate  French  ancestry  in  tht/alrasie 
of  the  sixteenth  century.  Jacques  is  a  manservant  who  travels  - 
with  his  master,  has  adventures  with  him,  talks  incessantly  to 
him,  and  tells  him  stories,  as  also  does  another  character,  the 
mistress  of  a  country  inn.  One  of  these  stories,  the  history  of 
the  jealousy  and  attempted  revenge  of  a  great  lady  on  her  faith- 
less lover  by  making  him  fall  in  love  with  a  girl  of  no  character, 
is  admirablj'  told,  and  has  often  since  been  adapted  in  fiction  and 
drama.  Other  episodes  q{  Jacques  le  Falalisle  are  good,  but  the 
whole  is  unequal.     The  suangest  of  all  Diderot's  attempts   in 
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prase  fiction — if  it  is  to  be  called  a  fiction  and  not  a  dramatic 
study — is  the  so-called  Ntveu  ie  Ramtau,  in  which,  in  the  guise  of 
a  dialogue  between  himself  and  a  hanger-on  of  society  (or  rather 
a  monologue  of  the  latter),  the  follies  and  vices,  not  merely  of  the 
time,  but  of  human  nature  iiself,  are  exposed  with  a  masterly 
hand,  and  in  a  manner  wonderfully  original  and  piquant. 

Neither  Voltaire,  however,  nor  Diderot  devoted,  in  proportion  to 
their  other  work,  as  much  attention  to  prose  fiction  _ 
as  did  Jean  Jacques  Rousseau.  Even  the  Confessions 
might  be  classed  under  this  head  mthout  a  great  violation  of  pro- 
priety, and  Rousseau's  only  other  large  books,  La  Nouvelle  Biloisi, 
1760,  and  Emile,  1764,  are  avowed  novels.  In  both  of  these  the 
didactic  purpose  asserts  itself.  In  the  latter,  indeed,  it  asserts  itself 
to  a  degree  sufBcient  seriously  to  impair  the  literary  merit  of  the 
story.  The  second  title  of  Emtle  is  L'EducaHon,  and  it  is  devoted 
to  the  unfolding  of  Rousseau's  views  on  that  subject  by  the  aid  of 
an  actual  example  in  Emile  the  hero.  It  had  a  great  vogue  and  a 
very  considerable  practical  influence,  nor  can  the  race  of  novels 
with  political  or  ethical  purposes  be  said  to  have  ever  died  out 
since.  As  a  novel,  properly  so  called,  it  has  but  little  merit. 
The  case  is  different  v/'Wh  Julie  or  La  Nowoelk  HildSse.  This  is  a 
Story  told  chiefly  in  the  form  of  letters,  and  recounting  the  love 
of  a  noble  young  lady,  Julie,  for  Saint- Preux,  a  man  of  low  rank, 
with  a  kind  of  after-piece,  depicting  Julie's  married  life  with 
a  respectable  but  prosaic  free-thinker,  M.  de  Wolmar.  This 
famous  book  set  the  example,  first,  of  the  novel  of  sentiment, 
secondly,  of  the  novel  of  landscape  painting.  Many  efl'orts  have 
been  made  to  dethrone  Rousseau  from  his  position  of  teacher 
of  Europe  in  point  of  sentiment  and  the  picturesque,  but  they 
have  had  no  real  success.  It  is  to  La  Nottvelle  H/loYse  that  both 
'  sentimental  and  picturesque  fictions  fairly  owe  their  original  popu- 
larity ;  yet  Juiie  cannot  be  called  a  good  novel.  Its  direct  narrative 
interest  is  but  small,  its  characters  are  too  intensely  drawn  or  else 
too  merely  conventional,  its  plot  far  too  meagre.  It  is  in  isolated 
passages  of  description,  and  in  the  fervent  passion  which  pervades 
parts  of  it,  that  its  value,  and  at  the  same  time  its  importance  in 
tbe  history  of  novel-writing,  consist. 
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Some  lesser  names  group  themselves  naturally  round  those  of 
the  greater  Philosopher  in  the  department  of  prose  fiction.  Vol- 
taire's style  was  largely  followed,  but  scarcely  from  Voltaire's 
point  of  view,  and  those  who  practised  it  fell  rather  untier  the 
head  of  Conteurs  pure  and  simple  than  of  novelists  with  a  pur- 
pose. The  prose  Conte  of  the  eighteenth  century  forms  a  re- 
markable   branch    of  literature,    redeemed  from  triviality  by  the 

Or^billon  exceptional  skill  expended  on  it.  The  master  of 
th«  Yowigei.  the  style  was  Cr^billon  the  younger,  in  whom  its 
merits  and  defects  were  both  eminently  present  Son  of  the 
tragic  author,  Cr^hillon  led  an  easy  but  a  rather  mysterious  life, 
married  an  Englishwoman,  and  was  supposed  by  his  friends  to 
be  dead  long  before  he  had  actually  quitted  this  world.  His  works, 
of  which  it  is  unnecessary  to  mention  the  names  here,  exhibit 
the  moral  corruption  of  the  times  in  almost  the  highest  possible 
degree.  But  they  abound  in  keen  social  satire,  in  acute  literary 
criticism,  and  in  verbal  wit.  What  is  more,  they  show  an  extra- 
ordinary mastery  of  the  art  of  narrative  of  the  lighter  kind. 
Around  Cr^billon  are  grouped  a  large  number  of  writers,  some 
of  whom  almost  rival  him  in  delicate  literary  knack,  and  most  of 
whom  equal  him  in  perverse  immorality  of  subject  and  tone. 
Marmontel's  Coafes  Moraux  seldom  deserve  this  last  censure,  and 
considerably  excel  most  of  the  kind  in  variety,  ingenuity,  and 
'  criticism  of  life.'  Voisenon,  Caylus,  Boufflers,  Moncrif  {the  most 
original  and  most  eccentric  of  all),  La  Morlifere,  are  also  of  the 
class.  Their  prose  may,  on  the  analt^  of  Vers  de  Soci^i^,  be 
called  Prose  de  Soci^t^,  and  of  a  very  corrupt  society  too.  But  its 
formal  excellence  is  considerable. 

Of  exceptional  exceUence  among  the  short  tales  of  this  time, 
and  free  from  their  drawbacks,  is  the  Diabli  Amoureux,  1773,  of 
Cazotte,  a  singular  person,  strongly  tinged  with  the  '  illuminism,'  or 
belief  in  occult  sciences  and  arts,  which  was  a  natural  result  of  the 
phihtophe  movement  Cazotte's  melancholy  story  has  a  place  in 
all  histories  of  the  French  Revolution,  and  his  name  was  (probably) 
borrowed  by  La  Harpe  for  a  bold  and  striking  apologue,  the. 
authenticity  or  spuriousness  of  which  is  very  much  a  matter  of 
guess-work.     The  DiabU  Amoureux  is  a  singularly  powerful  story 
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of  its  kind,   uniting,  in    the  fashion   so  difficult  with  tales  of 
diahUrie,  literary  verisimilitude  and  exactness  of  presentation  with 

strangeness  of  subject. 

Voltaire's  chief  pupils  and  followers,  while  taking  his  own  view  of 
the  utility  of  the  prose  tale  for  controversial  purposes,  followed 
another  model  for  the  most  part  in  point  of  form.  The  immense 
influence  of  TiUmaque  was  felt  by  Voltaire  himself,  though  in 
his  case  it  resulted  in  history  pure  and  simple.  Marmonte!  in 
B^liiairi  and  Ltt  Incas,  Florian  in  Numa  PompUius  and  Gensalve 
de  Cordoue.  returned  to  historical  romance.  Something  of  the 
same  class,  though  based  upon  much  more  solid  scholarship,  was 
the  V<^age  du  Jmne  Anacharsts  of  the  Abb^  Barth^lemy.  All 
these  books,  like  their  predecessor,  have  somewhat  passed  out  of 
the  range  of  literature  proper  into  (hat  of  school  books.  They 
are,  however,  all  good  examples  of  the  easy,  correct,  and  lucid,  if 
cold  and  conventional,  tongue  of  the  later  eighteenth  century. 

Rousseau  had  a  far  more  important  disciple  in  fiction.  Jacque^^ 
Henri  Bemardin  de  Saint-Pierre  was  born  at  Havre  in  Bernardm  da 
1737.  He  was  by  profession  an  engineer,  and  both  BalDt-Piorre. 
professionally  and  on  his  private  account  wandered  about  the 
world  in  a  curious  fashion.  At  last  he  met  Rousseau,  and  the 
influence  of  Jean  Jacques  developed  the  sentimental  morality,  the 
speculative  republicanism,  and  the  ardent,  if  rather  affected,  love 
of  nature  which  had  already  distinguished  him.  His  best  book, 
Paul  e4  Virginii,  Is  perhaps  the  only  one  of  his  works  which  can 
properly  be  called  a  novel ;  but  La  Chaumiire  Indienne  deserves  to 
be  classed  with  it,  and  even  the  Etudes  de  la  Nature  are  half  fiction. 
Paul  tl  Virginie  was  written  when  the  author's  admiration  of 
nature  and  of  the  savage  slate,  imbibed  from  Rousseau  or  quick- 
ened by  his  society,  had  been  further  inflamed  by  a  three  years' 
residence  in  Mauritius.  Like  the  books  mentioned  in  the  last 
paragraph,  Paul  el  Virginie  has  lost  something  by  becoming  a 
school-book,  but  its  faults  and  merits  are  in  a  literary  sense  greater 
than  theirs.  The  over -ripe  sentiment  and  the  false  delicacy  of  it 
will  always  remain  evidence  of  the  stimulating  but  unhealthy 
atmosphere  in  which  it  was  written.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that, 
both  here  and  elsewhere  in  Bernardin  de  Saint-Pierre,  there  I9 
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a  very  remariable  faculty  of  word-painting,  and  also  of  influencing 
tha  feelings. 

The  later  eighteenth  century  saw  a  vast  number  of  novelists 
and  novels,  few  of  which  were  of  much  litctary  value,  while  most 
of  them  displayed  the  evil  influences  of  the  time  in  more  ways 
than  one.  Dulaurens.  a  vagabond  and  disreputable  writer,  is 
chieSy  remembered  for  his  Complrt  Malhieu,  a  book  presenting 
some  points  of  likeness  to  Jaeques  U  Falalisle,  and  like  it  in- 
spired partly  by  Sterne,  and  partly  by  Sterne's  master,  Rabelais. 
Writers  like  Louvet  and  La  Clos  continued  the  worst  part  of  Cr^- 
billon's  tradition  without  exhibiting  either  his  literary  skill  or  his  wit. 
BoHtlf  deiB  A  much  more  remarkable  name  is  that  ofRestif  de 
Bretonne.  la  Bretonne,  who  has  been  called,  and  not  without 
reason,  the  French  Defoe,  He  was  born  at  Sacy  in  Burgundy 
'i>  1734.  and  died  at  Paris  in  1806.  Although  of  very  humble 
birth,  he  seems  to  have  acquired  an  irregular  but  considerable 
education,  and,  establishing  himself  early  in  Paris,  he  became  an 
indefatigable  author.  About  fifty  separate  works  of  his  exist,  some 
of  which  are  of  great  extent,  and  one  of  which,  Les  Conlemporaines, 
includes  forty-two  volumes  and  nearly  three  hundred  separate 
articles  or  tales.  Restif,  whose  entire  sanity  may  reasonably  be 
doubted,  was  a  novelist,  a  philosopher,  a  social  innovator,  a  diligent 
observer  of  the  manners  of  his  times,  a  spelling  reformer.  His 
work  is  for  the  most  part  destitute  of  the  most  rudimentary 
notions  of  decency,  but  it  is  apparently  produced  in  good  fiiith  and 
with  no  evil  purpose.  His  portraiture  of  manners  is  remarkably 
vivid.  It  is  in  this,  in  his  earnest  but  eccentric  philanthropy,  and 
in  his  grasp  of  character,  not  seldom  vigorous  and  close,  that  he 
chiefly  resembles  Defoe.  He  has  been  called  in  France  the 
Rousseau  of  the  gutter,  which  also  is  a  comparison  not  without 
truth  and  instruction,  despite  the  jingle  ('  Rousseau  du  ruisseau  *) 
by  which  it  was  no  doubt  suggested. 

The  law  which  seems  to  have  ordained  that,  though  the 
eighteenth  century  in  France  should  produce  no  masterpiece  in 
fictitious  literature,  or  only  one,  all  the  most  distinguished  literary 
names  should  be  connected  with  fiction,  extended  to  the  long  and, 
in  a  literary  sense,  dreary  debateable  land  between  the  eighteenth 
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century  itself  and  the  nineteenth.  Of  this  period  the  two  dominant 
names  are  beyond  question  those  of  Chateaubriand  and  of  Madame 
de  Siael.  Both  attempted  various  kinds  of  writing:,  but  some  of 
the  most  important  work  of  both  comes  under  the  heading  of  the 
present  chapter,  and  both  as  literary  figures  are- best  treated  here. 

Francois  Ren^  de  Chateaubriand  was  born  at  Saint  Malo, 
where  he  is  now  buried,  in  1768,  and  died  in  1848.  chatekn- 
He  belonged  to  a  family  which  was  among  the  briand. 
noblest  of  Brilamiy  and  of  France,  but  which  was  not  wealthy,  and 
he  was  a  younger  son.  Intended  at  first  for  the  navy,  he  was 
allowed,  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Revolution,  to  indulge  his  fancy  for 
travelling,  and  journeyed  to  North  America.  There  he  leamt  the 
anti-monarchical  turn  which  things  had  taken  in  France.  He  at 
once  returned  and  joined  the  emigrants  at  Coblentz.  He  was 
seriously  wounded  at  the  siege  of  Tliionville,  and  had  some 
difficulty  in  making  his  way,  by  Holland  and  Jersey,  to  England, 
where  he  lived  in  great  poverty.  Chateaubriand's  acceptance  of  the 
Legitimist  side  had  been  but  half-hearted,  and  his  first  published 
work,  Sur  les  Revolutions  Ancimnts  tt  Modernes,  still  expresses 
the  peculiar  liberalism  which — it  is  sometimes  forgotten — was 
much  more  deeply  rooted  in  the  French  noblesse  of  the  eighteenth 
century  than  in  any  other  class.  This  opened  the  way  to  his 
return  at  the  time  that  Napoleon,  then  entering  on  the  consulate, 
endeavoured,  by  all  the  means  in  his  power,  to  conciliate  the 
emigrants.  The  GMe  du  Chrisfianisme,  which  had  been  preceded 
by  AlaJa  (a  kind  of  specimen  of  it),  was  his  first  original,  and  his 
most  characteristic,  work.  This  curious  book,  which  it  is  impossible 
to  analyse,  consists  partly  of  a  rather  desultory  apology  for  Christian 
doctrine,  partly  of  a  series  of  historical  illustratioita  of  Christian 
lifa:  it  appeared  in  i8oz.  It  suited  the  policy  of  Napoleon,  who 
made  Chateaubriand,  first,  secretary  to  the  Roman  Embassy,  and 
then  ambassador  to  the  Valais.  But  Chateaubriand  had  never 
given  up  his  legitimism,  anil  ihe  murder  of  the  Duke  d'Enghien 
shocked  him  irresistibly.  He  at  once  resigned  his  post,  and 
thenceforward  was  in  more  or  less  covert  opposition,  though  he 
was  not  actui^ly  banished  from  France.  Putsuing  the  vein  which 
be  had  opened  in  the  Ginit,  he  made  a  journey  to  the  East,  the 
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result  of  which  was  his  Iliniraire  de  Paris  i  JtrumUm,  and  the 
unequal  but  remarkable  prose  epic  of  Ias  Martyrs,  This,  the  storj' 
of  which  is  laid  in  the  time  of  Diocletian,  shifts  its  scene  from 
classical  countries  to  Gaul,  where  the  half-mythical  heroes  of  the 
Franks  appear,  and  then  back  to  Greece,  Rome,  and  Purgatory. 
The  fall  of  Napoleon  opened  once  more  a  political  career,  of  which 
Chateaubriand  had  always  been  ardently  desirous.  His  pamphlet, 
De  Bonaparte  el  its  Bourbons,  was,  perhaps,  the  most  important 
literaiy  contribution  to  the  re-establishment  of  the  ancient  monarchy. 
During  the  fifteen  years  which  elapsed  between  the  battle  of  Waterloo 
and  the  Revolution  of  July,  Chateaubriand  underwent  vicissitudes 
due  to  the  difficulty  of  adjusting  his  liberalism  and  his  legitimism, 
sentiments  which  seem  both  to  have  been  genuine,  but  to  have  been 
quite  unreconciled  by  any  reasoning  process  on  the  part  of  their 
holder.  Yet,  though  he  had  again  and  again  experienced  the  most 
ungracious  treatment  both  from  Louis  XVIII.  and  Charles  X.,  the 
July  monarchy  had  no  sooner  established  itself  than  he  resigned  his 
positions  and  pensions,  and  took  no  further  official  part  in  po- 
litical affairs  during  the  rest  of  his  life.  In  his  latter  days  he 
was  much  with  the  celebrated  Madame  Recamier,  and  completed 
his  affectedly-named  but  admirable  M^moires  d' Outre-Tombe, — an 
antobiography  which,  though  marred  by  some  of  his  peculiarities, 
contains  much  of  his  most  brilliant  writing.  Of  the  works  not 
hitherto  noticed,  Renf,  Lt  Dernier  Abene^rage,  Les  Natchez,  and 
some  sketches  of  travels  and  of  French  history,  are  the  most 
remarkable. 

For  some  thirty  years,  from  iSio  to  1840,  Chateaubriand  was 
unquestionably  the  greatest  man  of  letters  of  France  in  the  estima- 
tion of  his  contemporaries.  His  fame  has  since  then  diminished 
considerably,  and  much  has  been  written  to  account  for  the  chai^. 
It  is  not,  however,  very  difficult  to  understand  it.  Chateaubriand 
is  one  of  the  chief  representatives  in  literature  of  the  working  of 
two  conditions,  which,  while  they  lend  for  the  time  much  adven- 
titious importance  to  the  man  who  takes  full  advantage  of  them, 
invariably  lead  to  rapidly-diminished  estimates  of  him  when  they 
have  ceased  to  work.  He  was  a  representative  at  once  of 
and  reaction — of  transition  from   the  hard  and  fast 
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classical  standards  of  the  eighteenth  century  to  the  principles  of 
the  romantic  and  eclectic  schools,  of  reaction  against  the  philo- 
sophe  era.  He  was  one  of  the  earliest  and  most  influential  ex- 
ponents of  the  so-called  maladit  du  siicle,  of  what,  from  his  most 
illustrious  pupil,  is  generally  called  Byronism.  His  immediate 
literary  teachers  were  Rousseau  and  Ossian.  ■  He  was  not  a 
thoroughly  well-educated  man,  and  he  was  exceptionally  deficient 
in  the  purely  logical  and  analytic  faculty  as  distinguished  from 
the  rhetorical  and  synthetic.  What  he  could  do  and  did,  was  to 
glorify  Christianity  and  monarchism  in  a  series  of  brilliantly-coloured 
pictures,  which  bad  an  immense  effect  on  an  age  aceustomed  to 
the  grey  tints  and  monotonous  argument  of  the  opposite  school, 
but  which,  to  a  posterity  which  is  placed  at  a  different  point  of 
view,  seem  to  lack  accuracy  of  detail  and  sincerity  of  emotion. 
Nevertheless  Chateaubriand,  if  not  a  very  great  man,  was  a  very 
great  man  of  letters.  His  best  passages  -are  not  easily  to  be 
surpassed  in  brilliancy  of  style  and  vividness  of  colouring.  If  the 
sentiment  of  his  Ren/  seems  hollow  now-a-days,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  this  is  almost  entirely  a  matter  of  fashion  and  of 
novelty.  The  G/nit  du  Christianisme,  despite  many  defects  of 
taste,  more  of  insight,  and  most  of  mere  learning,  remains  one  of 
the  most  eloquent  pleadings  in  literature,  and  not  one  of  the  least 
effective ;  while  the  Itinirairt  is  the  pattern  of  all  the  picturesque 
tiavels  of  modern  times.  All  these  works,  and  most  of  the  rest, 
are  practically  novels  with  a  purpose.  Even  in  the  autobiography 
the  historic  part  is  entirely  subdued  and  moulded  to  the  exigencies 
of  the  dramatic  and  narrative  construction.  Regarded  merely  as 
an  individiial  writer,  Chateaubriand  would  supply  a  volume  of 
'  Beauties '  hardly  inferior  to  that  which  could  be  gathered  from 
any  other  prose  author  in  France.  Regarded  as  a  precursor,  he 
deserves  far  more  than  any  other  single  man,  and  almost  more 
than  all  others  put  together,  the  title  of  father  of  the  Romantic 
movement 

His  chief  rival  in  the  literatiu'e  of  the  empire  was  also  essen- 
tially,   though    not    wholly   or   professedly,    a  novelist     Anne 
Louise   Germiune  Necker,  who  married  a   Swedish  diplomatist, 
the  Baron  de  Stael  Holstein,  and  is,  therefore,  generally  known 
iirt  2 
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as  Madame  de  Stael,  was  ihe  daughter  of  the  great  financier 
Necker,  and  of  Susanne  Curchod,  Gibbon's  early 
love.  She  was  introduced  young  to  salon  life  in  Paris, 
and  early  displayed  ungovernable  vanity,  and  much 
of  the  sensihiliU  of  the  time,  that  is  to  say,  an  indulgence  in 
senliment  which  paid  equally  little  heed  to  morality  and  lo  good 
sense.  Her  marriage  was  one  purely  of  convenience  :  and  while 
her  husband,  of  whom  she  seems  to  kave  had  no  reason  whatever 
lo  complain,  obtained  some  wealth  by  it,  she  herself  secured  a 
very  agreeable  position,  inasmuch  as  the  king  of  Sweden  pledged 
himself  either  to  maintain  M.  de  Stael  in  the  Swedish  embassy  at 
Paris,  or  to  provide  for  him  in  other  ways.  She  approved  the 
early  st^es  of  the  Revolution,  but  was  shocked  at  the  deposition 
and  death  of  the  king  and  queen.  Whereupon  she  fled  the  country. 
Before  she  was  thirty  she  had  written  various  books,  Lettres  sur 
J.J.  Rousseau,  D(/enst  de  la  Heine,  De  V  Influence  des  Passions,  and 
Other  pieces  of  many  kinds.  When  the  influence  of  Napoleon 
became  paramount,  Madame  de  Stael,  who  had  returned  to  Paris, 
found  herself  in  an  awkward  position,  for  she  was  equally  deter- 
mined to  say  what  she  chose,  and  to  have  gallant  attentions  paid 
to  her,  and  Napoleon  would  not  comply  with  either  of  her  wishes. 
She,  therefore,  had  to  leave  France,  but  not  before  she  had  pub- 
lished her  first  romance,  Delphine,  and  a  book  on  literature. '  She 
now  travelled  for  some  years  in  Germany  and  Italy  in  the  company 
of  Benjamin  Constant,  who  was  the  object  of  one  of  her  numerous 
accesses  of  affection.  Corinne,  her  principal  novel,  and  her  greatest 
work  but  one,  appeared  in  1807,  her  book  De  tAliemagne  being 
suppressed  in  Paris,  whither  she  had  returned,  but  which  she  soon 
had  to  leave  again,  1810.  The  Restoration  gave  her  access  once 
more  to  France,  and  enabled  her  to  resume  possession  of  property 
which  had  been  unjustly  seized ;  but  she  died  not  long  afterwards, 
in  1817.  Her  Dix  Ann/es  dExil  and  her  Consid&alions  sur  la 
Rivoluiion  Frartgaise  were  published  posthumously,  the  latter 
being  one  of  her  chief  works.  She  had  married  secretly,  in  i8ia, 
a  M.  de  Rocca,  a  man  mcfe  than  young  enough  to  be  her  son. 

The  personality  of  Madame  de  Stael  is  far  from  being  attractive 
owing  lo    her   excessive  vanity,   which   disgusted   all    her  con- 
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temporaries,  and  the  folly  which  made  a  woman,  who  had  never 
been  beautiful,  continue,  long  after  she  had  ceased  to  be  young,  to 
give  herself  tn  life  and  literature  the  airs  of  a  newest  H^lol'se. 
But  she  is  a  very  important  figure  in  French  literature.  Part  of 
her  influence,  as  represented  by  the  book  De  V Allemagne,  does  not 
directly  concern  us  in  this  chapter  ;  this  part  was  mainly,  but  not 
wholly,  litcraiy.  It  was  helped  and  continued,  however,  by  her  other 
works,  especially  by  her  novels,  and,  above  all,  by  Cortnne.  This 
influence,  put  briefly,  was  to  break  up  the  narrowness  of  French 
notions  on  all  subjects,  and  to  open  it  to  fresh  ideas.  Her 
political  and  general  works  led  the  way  to  the  nineteenth  century, 
side  by  side  with  Chateaubriand's,  but  in  an  entirely  different  sense. 
What  Chateaubriand  inculcated  was  the  sense  of  the  beauty  of 
older  and  simpler  times,  countries,  and  faiths  which  the  self- 
satisfaction  of  the  eighteenth  century  had  obscured ;  what  Madame 
de  Stael  had  to  impress  were  general  ideas  of  liberalism  and 
progress  to  which  the  same  century,  in  its  crusade  against  super- 
stition and  its  rather  short-sighted  belief  in  its  own  enlightenment, 
was  equally  blind.  Delphint,  which  is  in  the  main  a  romance  of 
French  society  only,  written  before  the  author  had  seen  much 
of  any  other  world  except  a  close  circle  of  French  emigrants 
abroad,  exhibits  this  tendency  much  less  than  Corinne,  which 
was  written  after  that  German  visit — by  far  the  most  important 
event  of  Madame  de  Stael's  life.  Here,  as  Rousseau  had  incul- 
cated the  story  of  nature  and  savage  life,  as  Chateaubriand  was,  at 
the  same  time,  inculcating  the  study  of  Christian  antiquity  and  the 
middle  ages,  so  Madame  de  Stael  inculcated  the  cultivation  of 
aesthetic  emotions  and  impulses  as  a  new  influence  to  be  brought 
to  bear  on  life.  Her  style,  though  not  to  be  spoken  of  disre- 
spectfully, is,  on  the  whole,  inferior  to  her  matter.  It  is  full  of  the 
drawbacks  of  eighteenth-century  /loges  and  academic  discourses, 
now  tawdry,  now  deficient  in  colour,  flexibility,  and  life,  at  one 
time  below  the  subject,  at  another  puffed  up  with  commonplace 
and  insincere  declamation.  Yet  when  ehe  understood  a  subject, 
which  was  by  no  means  invariably  the  case,  Madame  de  Stael  was 
an  excellent  exponent ;  and  when  her  feelings  were  sincere,  which 
ihey  sometimes  were,  she  was  not  devoid  of  pas-sion. 
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A  considerable  number  of  names  of  writers  of  fiction  during  the 
later  republic  and  the  empire  have  a  traditional  place  in  the  histoi; 
of  literature,  and  some  of  their  works  are  still  read,  but  chiefly 
as  school-books.  Madame  de  Genlis,  the  author  of  La  VellUa 
du  Chdteau,  and  also  of  many  volumes  of  ill-natured,  and  not  too 
accurate,  memoirs  and  reminiscences,  continued  the  moral  tale  of 
the  eighteenth  century,  and  in  Mile,  de  CUrmonI  produced  work  of 
merit.  Fi^v^e,  a  journalist  and  critic  of  same  talent,  is  remembered 
for  the  pretty  story  of  the  Dot  de  Suzille.  Madame  de  Souza,  in 
her  AdkU  de  Se'Honges  and  other  works,  revived,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  style  of  Madame  de  la  Fayette.  Ourika  and  ^t/nuori/,  especially 
the  latter,  preserve  the  name  of  Madame  de  Duras.  Madame 
Cottin,  in  Malek  Aiel,  Elisabeth  or  Les  Exiles  de  Sib/rte,  etc,  com- 
bined a  mild  flavour  of  romance  with  irreproachable  moral  senti- 
ments. A  vigorous  continuator  of  the  licentious  style  of  novel, 
with  hardly  any  of  the  literary  refinement  of  its  eighteenth -century 
contributors,  but  with  more  fertility  of  incident  and  fancy,  was 
Pigault  Lebrun,  the  forerunner  of  Paul  de  Kock.  Madame  de 
Krudener,  a  woman  of  remarkable  history,  produced  a  good  novel 
of  sentiment  in  Valirie, 

Two  novelists,  singularly  different  in  idiosyncrasy,  complete 
Xavierda    what  may  be   called   the  eighteenth-century  school. 

Hobtre.  Xavier  de  Mmstre,  younger  brother  of  the  great 
Catholic  polemist,  Joseph  de  Maistre,  was  born  at  Chamb^ry,  in 
1763.  He  served  in  the  Piedmontese  army  during  his  youth, 
and  his  most  famous  work,  the  Voyuge  aulour  de  ma  Chambre,  was 
published  in  1794.  The  national  extinction  of  Savoy  and  Pied- 
mont, at  least  the  annexation  of  Savoy  and  the  effacement  of 
Piedmont,  made  Xavier  de  Maistre  an  exile.  He  joined  his 
brother  in  Sl  Petersburg,  served  in  the  Russian  army,  fought,  and 
was  wounded  in  the  Caucasus ;  attained  the  rank  of  general,  and 
died  at  St.  Petersburg,  in  185a,  at  the  great  age  of  eighty-nine. 
His  work  consists  of  the  Voyage,  an  account  of  a  temporary 
imprisonment  in  his  quarters  at  Turin,  obviously  su^ested  by 
Sterne,  but  exceedingly  original  in  execution  ;  Le  Lepretix  de  la 
CiU  iTAosle,  in  which  the  same  inspiration  and  the  same  inde- 
pendent use  of  it  are  noticeable ;  and  Let  Frisonniert  du  Caucase, 
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8  vivid  narrative  rather  in  the  manner  of  the  nineteenth  than  of 
the  eighteenth  century,  with  a  continuation  of  the  Voyage  called 
Expedition  Nocturne,  which  has  not  escaped  the  usual  fate  of 
continuations,  and  a  short  version  of  the  touching  story  of  Fras- 
covia,  which  contrasts  very  curiously  with  Madame  Cottin's  more 
artificial  handling  of  the  same  subject.  The  important  point  about 
Xavier  de  Msustre  is  that  he  unites  the  sentimentally  of  the 
eighteenth  century,  and  not  a  little  of  its  Marivaudagt,  with  an 
exactness  of  observation,  a  general  truth  of  description,  and  a  sense 
of  narrative  art  which  belong  rather  to  the  nineteenth.  Althoi^h 
be  was  not  a  Frenchman,  his  style  has  always  been  regarded  as  a 
model  of  French ;  and  the  great  authority  of  Sainte-Beuve  justly 
places  him  and  M^mfe  side  by  side  as  the  most  perfect  tellers 
of  tales  in  the  simple  fashion. 

Benjamin  Constant's  ./J<]l>^A«,  18 15,  is  a  veiy  different  work,  but 
an  equally  remarkable  one.  It  may  be  a  question  whether  it  is  not 
entitled  lo  take  rank  rather  as  the  first  book  of  the  nine-  Benjunln 
teenth-cenlury school  thanasthelastoftheeighteenth.  Oonitont. 
But  its  author  (better  known  as  a  politician)  published  no  further 
attempt  to  pursue  the  way  he  had  opened ;  and  though  he  him- 
self denied  its  application  to  the  persons  who  were  usually  identified 
with  its  characters,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  rather 
the  record  of  a  personal  experience  than  a  deUberate  efi'ort  of  arL 
It  is  very  shor^  dealing  with  the  love  of  a  certain  Adolphe  for  a 
certain  Ell^nore  and  his  disenchantment  The  psychological  draw- 
ing, though  one-sided,  is  astonishingly  true,  and  though  stnsibilit/ 
is  still  present,  it  has  obviously  lost  its  hold  both  on  the  characters 
represented  and  their  creator.  DeUberate  analysis  appears  almost 
as  much  as  in  the  work  of  Beyle  himself.  It  is  in  every  respect 
a  remarkable  book,  and  many  parts  of  it  might  have  been  written 
at  the  present  day.  What  distinguishes  it  from  almost  all  its  fore- 
runners is  that  there  is  hardly  any  attempt  at  incident,  fat  less  at 
adventure.  The  play  of  thought  and  feeling  is  the  sole  source  of 
interest  It  is  true  that  the  situation  is  one  that  could  not  support 
a  long  book,  and  that  it  is  thus  rather  an  essay  at  the  modern 
analytic  novel  than  a  finished  example  of  it.  But  it  is  such  an 
essay,  and  vety  fat  from  an  unsuccessful  one. 


CHAPTER    IV. 

HISTORIANS,   MEMOIR -WRITERS,   LETTER -WRITERS. 

In  the  Ihree  branches  of  literature  included  in  this  chapter  the 
interest  of  the  eighteenth  century  is  great,  but  unequally  divided.  In 
Chaiuterii-  history  proper,  tliat  is  to  say,  the  connected  survey  from 

tiM  uid  documents  of  a  greater  or  lesser  period  of  the  past,  the 
Diahtseiitli-  ^S^  ^^^'  '^"°'  ^^^  beginning,  certainly  the  maturing  of 

oentnrr      a  philosophical  conception  of  the  science.     Putting 

Hiatory.  Bossuet  out  of  the  question,  Vico  in  Italy,  Montesquieu 
and  Turgot  in  France,  are  usually  and  rightly  credited  with  the  work- 
ing out  of  this  great  conception.  But  though  pretty  fully  worked, 
or  at  least  sketched  out,  it  was  not  applied  in  any  book  of  bulk 
and  merit  The  writings  of  Montesquieu  and  Turgot  themselves 
are  not  history — they  are  essays  of  lesser  or  greater  length  in  his- 
torical philosophy.  Nor  from  the  merely  literary  point  of  view  has 
France  any  historical  production  of  the  first  rank  to  put  forward  at 
this  time.  The  works  of  greater  extent,  such  as  RoUin's,  are  of  no 
special  literary  value ;  the  works  of  literary  value,  such  as  Voltaire's 
studies,  are  of  but  small  extent,  and  rather  resemble  the  historical 
essay  of  the  preceding  century,  which  still  continued  to  be  prac- 
tised, and  which  had  one  special  practitioner  of  merit  in  Rulhifere. 
But  nothing  even  distantly  approaching  the  English  masterpiece  of 
die  period,  the  Decline  and  Fall,  was  produced ;  hardly  anything 
approaching  Hume's  History.    Nor  again  do  the  memoirs '  of  this 

'  Id  studying  tite  history,  and  CEpccially  the  meniDirs,  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  the  leader  is  at  a  diudvaiitage,  innamucli  as  the  admirable  collections 
ai  MM.  BucboD,  Felitot,  Midiaud  et  Ponjonlat,  etc.,  do  not  extend  beyond  ita 
earliest  years.  Their  place  is  very  imperfectly  supplied  by  a  collectioa  in 
tweuty-^tit  small  volumes,  edited  by  V.  Bairiire  for  MM.  Didot    This  it 
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time  equal  those  of  the  seventeenth  century  in  literary  power, 
though  Ihey  are  useful  as  sources  of  historical  and  social  informa- 
tion. No  man  of  letters  of  the  first  class  has  left  such  work,  and 
no  one,  not  by  profession  a  man  of  letters,  has  by  such  work  come 
even  near  the  position  of  the  Cardinal  dc  Retz  or  the  Duke  de 
Saint-Simon,  the  latter  of  whom,  it  is  fair  to  remember,  actually  lived 
into  the  second  half  of  the  century.  On  the  other  hand,  the  letter- 
writers  of  the  time  are  numerous  and  excellent  Although  no  one 
of  them  equals  Madame  de  S^vign^  in  bulk  and  in  completeness  of 
merit,  the  letters  of  Mademoiselle  de  I'Espinasse,  of  Madame  du 
Deffand,  of  Diderot  to  Mademoiselle  Volland,  and  some  others,  are 
of  very  great  excellence,  and  almost  unsurpassed  in  their  character- 
ization of  the  intellectual 'and  social  peculiarities  of  the  time.  The 
absence  of  regular  histories  of  the  first  merit  would  be  more  sur- 
prising than  it  is  if  It  were  not  fully  accounted  for  by  the  dominant 
peculiarity  of  the  day,  which  is  never  to  be  forgotten  in  studying  its 
history — the  absorption,  that  is  to  say,  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
intellect  of  the  time  in  the  pkilosophe  polemic.  Almost  all  the 
histories  that  were  written,  except  as  works  of  pure  erudition,  were 
in  reality  pamphlets  intended  to  point,  more  or  less  allegorically, 
some  moral  as  to  real  or  supposed  abuses  in  the  social,  ecclesias- 
tical, or  political  state  of  France.  This  peculiarity  could  not  fail 
to  detract  from  their  permanent  interest,  even  if  it  did  not  (as  it  too 
often  did)  make  the  authors  less  careful  to  give  a  correct  account 
of  their  subject  than  to  make  it  serve  their  purpose. 

The  first  regular   historian  who   deserves   mention   is  Charles 
RoUin,  who  perhaps  had  a  longer  and  wider  monopoly 
of  a  certain  kind  of  historical  instruction  than  any 
other  author.     He  was  born  at  Paris  in  January,    i66t,  of  the 
middle  class,  and,  after   studying   at   the  College  du  Plessis,  he 
became  Professor  at  the  College  de  France,  and,  in  1694,  Rector 

useful  as  far  a.s  it  goes,  but  it  is  very  far  from  complete;  much  of  it  is  in  extract 
only,  and  the  component  parts  of  it  are  not  selected  as  judiciously  BS  they  might 
be.  Separate  editioriG  of  the  ptinctpal  memoiis  of  the  century  are  of  course 
obtainable,  and  the  number  is  being  constantly  increased ;  but  such  separate 
editions  are  far  less  u^ful  than  the  collections  which  enable  the  memoir. writing 
of  Fnoce  during  live  centuries  of  its  history  to  be  studied  at  an  advantage 
!icar>;ely  to  be  paralleled  in  the  literature  of  any  other  nation. 
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of  the  University;  a  post  in  which  he  distinguished  himself  by 
introducing  many  useful  and  much-needed  refonns.  He  was  a 
Jansenist,  but  was  not  much  inconvenienced  in  consequence. 
Rollin's  book  (that  is  to  say  the  only  one  by  which  he  is  re- 
membered) is  his  extensive  Histoire  Ancienne,  1730-1738,  the  work 
of  his  advanced  years,  which  was  the  standard  treatise  on  the 
subject  for  nearly  a  century,  and  was  translated  into  most  languages. 
Although  showing  no  particular  historical  grasp,  written  with  no 
power  of  style,  and  not  universally  accurate,  it  deserves  such  praise 
as  may  be  due  to  a  work  of  great  practical  utility  requiring  much 
industrious  labour,  and  not  imitated  from  or  much  assisted  by  any 
previous  book.  The  Histoire  Romaine,  which  followed  it,  was  of 
little  worth,  but  Rollin's  Traits  des  Sludes  'was  a  very  usefiil  book  in 
its  time. 

Two  historians,  who  hardly  deserve  the  name,  are  usually 
ranked  together  in  this  part  of  French  history,  partly  because 
they  represent  almost  the  last  of  the  fabulous  school  of  history- 
writers,  partly  because  their  disputes  (for  they  were  of  opposite 
factions)  have  had  the  honour  to  be  noticed  by  Montesquieu. 
^_  These  were  Dubos  and  Boulain villi  ers.  The  Abb^ 
thibos  was  a  writer  of  some  merit  on  a  great  variety 
of  subjects ;  his  Rifltxions  tur  la  Po/sie  et  la  Peinture  being  of 
value.  His  chief  historical  work  is  entitled  Histoire  Critique  de 
tElahlissement  de  la  Monarchic  Fran^aite  dam  Us  Gaules,  in  which, 
with  a  paradoxical  patriotism,  which  has  found  some  echoes 
among  living  historians,  he  maintained  that  the  Prankish  invasion 
of  Gaul  was  the  consequence  of  an  amicable  invitation,  that  the 
Gauls  were  in  no  sense  conquered,  and  that  all  conclusions  based 
on  the  supposition  of  such  a  conquest  were  therefore  erroneous. 
It  is  fdr  to  Dubos  to  say  that  he  had  been  in  a  manner  provoked 

Bouiatn-     by  the  arguments  of  the  Count  de   fioulainvilliers. 

"'''*"'*■  According  to  this  latter,  the  Frankisb  conquest  had 
resulted  in  the  establishment  of  a  dominant  caste,  which  alone 
had  full  enfranchisement,  and  which  was  lineally,  or  at  least 
titularly,  represented  by  the  French  aristocracy  of  the  seventeenth 
and  eighteenth  centuries.  These  reckless  and  baseless  hypotheses 
would  not  retjuire  notice,  were  it  not  important  to  show  how  long 
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it  was  before  the  idea  of  rigid  enquiry  into  documentary  facts  on 
the  one  hand,  and  philosophical  application  of  general  laws  on  the 
other,  were  observed  in  historical  writing. 

Montesquieu  himself  wiH  come  in  for  mention  under  the  head  of 
philosophers,  but  Voltaire's  ubiquity  will  be  maintained  in  this 
chapter.  His  strictly  historical  work  was  indeed  considerable,  even 
if  what  is  perhaps  the  most  remarkable  of  it,  the  £ssai  tur  Us 
Mceurt  (which  may  be  described  as  a  treatise,  with  instances,  on 
the  philosophy  of  history,  as  applied  to  modern  times),  be  excluded. 
Besides  smaller  works,  the  histories  of  Charles  XII,  and  Peter  the 
Great,  the  Age  of  Louis  XIV.,  the  Age  of  Louit  X  V.,  and  the 
Annals  of  Ihe  Empire,  belong  to  the  class  of  which  we  are  now 
treating.  Of  these  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  SiicU  dt  Louis 
Qualorae,  1753,  is  the  best,  though  the  slighter  sketches  of  Charles, 
1731,  and  Peter,  1759,  are  not  undeserving  of  the  position  they 
have  long  held  as  little  masterpieces.  Voltaire,  how-  „^»^, 
ever,  was  not  altogether  well  qualified  for  a  historian ; 
indeed,  he  had  but  few  qualifications  for  the  work,  except  his 
mastery  of  a  clear,  light,  and  lively  style.  He  had  no  real  con- 
ception, such  as  Montesquieu  had,  of  the  philosophy  of  history, 
or  of  the  operation  of  general  causes.  His  reading,  though  exten- 
sive, was  desultory  and  uncritical,  and  he  constantly  fell  into  the 
most  grotesque  blunders.  His  prejudices  were  very  strong,  and 
be  is  more  responsible  than  any  other  single  person  for  the  absurd 
and  ignorant  disd^n  of  the  middle  ages,  which,  so  long  as  it  lasted, 
made  comprehension  of  modem  history  and  society  simply  impos- 
sible, because  the  origins  of  both  were  wilfully  ignored.  These 
various  drawbacks  had  perhaps  less  influence  on  the  Siic/e  de  Louis 
Qualorse  than  on  any  other  of  his  historical  works,  and  it  is  accord- 
ingly the  best  He  was  well  acquainted  with  the  subject,  he  was 
much  interested  in  it,  it  touched  few  of  his  prejudices,  and  he  was 
able  to  speak  with  tolerable  freedom  about  it.  The  result  is  excel- 
lent, and  it  deserves  the  credit  of  being  almost  the  first  finished 
history  (as  distinguished  from  mere  diaries  like  those  of  L'Estotle) 
in  which  not  merely  affairs  of  state,  but  literary,  artistic,  and  social 
matters  generally  found  a  place. 

The  third  and  fourth    quarters  of  the  century  are  the  special 
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period  when  hislory  was,  as  has  been  said,  degraded  to  the  level  of 
a  party  pamphlet,  especially  in  such  works  as  the  Abb^  Raynal's 
Hutoire  des  Indei.  This  was  a  mere  vehicle  iax  philosopht  tirades 
on  religious  and  political  subjects,  many  if  not  most  of  which  are 
known  to  have  proceeded  from  Diderot's  feidle  pen.  Crevier  and 
Lebeau,  however,  names  forgotten  now,  continued  the  work  of 
Rollin ;  and  meanwhile  the  dest^dants  of  the  laborious  school  of 
historians  mentioned  in  the  last  book  {many  of  whom  survived 
tmtil  far  into  the  century)  pursued  their  useful  work.  Not  the 
least  of  these  was  Dom  Caimet,  author  of  the  well-known  '  Dic- 
tionary of  the  Bible.'  But  the  chief  historical  names  of  the  later 
„  . ,  eighteenth  century  are  Mably  and  Rulhifere.     Mably, 

who  might  be  treated  equally  well  under  the  head  of 
philosophy,  was  an  abb^,  and  moderately  orthodox  in  religion, 
though  decidedly  Republican  in  politics.  He  was  a  man  of  some 
learning ;  but,  if  less  ignorant  than  Voltaire,  he  was  equally  blind  to 
the  real  meaning  and  influence  of  the  middle  ages  and  of  mediaeval 
institutions.  He  looked  back  to  the  institudons  of  Rome,  and  still 
more  of  Greece,  as  models  of  political  perfection,  without  making 
the  slightest  allowance  for  the  difference  of  circumstances ;  and  to 
him  more  than  to  any  one  else  is  due  the  nonsensical  declamation 
of  the  Jacobins  about  tyrants  and  champions  of  liberty.  His 
works,  the  Enlrtiient  de  Phoctott,  the  Observations  sur  THislmre  dt 
France,  the  Droits  de  t Europe  fondds  sur  les  TraiUs,  are,  however, 
far  from  destitute  of  value,  though,  as  generally  happens,  it  was 
their  least  valuable  part  which  (especially  when  Rousseau  followed 
to  enforce  similar  ideas  with  his  contagious  enthusiasm)  produced 
the  greatest  effect. 

Rulhi&re,  who  was  really  a  historian  of  excellence,  and  who 
Bniiiiare.  ""'S'"  Under  rather  more  favourable  circumstances 
have  been  one  of  the  most  distinguished,  was  born 
about  1735-  His  Christian  names  were  Claude  Carloman.  He 
was  of  noble  birth,  was  educated  at  the  College  Louis-le-Grand, 
and  served  in  the  army  till  he  was  nearly  thirty  years  old.  He 
then  went  to  St.  Petersburg  as  secretary  to  the  ambassador  Breteuil, 
whom  he  also  accompanied  to  Sweden.  He  returned  to  Paris  and 
began  to  write  the  history  of  the  singular  proceedings  which  during 
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bis  slay  in  ihe  Russian  capital  had  placed  Catherine  II.  on  the 
throne.  The  Empress,  it  is  said,  tried  both  to  bribe  and  to 
frighten  him,  but  could  obtain  nothing  but  a  promise  not  to  print 
the  sketch  till  her  death.  He  continued  to  live  in  Paris,  where  he 
was  distinguished  for  rather  ill-natured  wit  and  for  polislied  verse- 
tales  and  epigrams.  For  some  reason  he  devoted  himself  to  the 
history  of  Poland.  In  1 787  he  was  elected  to  the  Academy.  Then 
he  wrote  some  Edaircissemenls  Hisloriques  sur  let  Causes  de  la 
Rivocation  de  tAdit  dt  Nantes,  and  is  s^d  to  have  begun  other 
historical  works.  He  died  in  1791.  His  'Anecdotes  on  the 
Revolution  in  Russia'  did  not  appear  till  1797;  his  Histoire  de 
tAnarchie  de  Pohgne  not  till  even  later.  The  Polish  book  is 
unfinished,  and  is  said  to  have  been  garbled  in  manuscript.  But 
it  has  very  considerable  merits,  though  there  is  perhaps  too  much 
discussion  in  proportion  to  the  facts  given.  The  Russian  anecdotes 
deserve  to  rank  with  the  historical  essays  of  Retz  and  Saint-R^al  in 
vividness  and  precision  of  drawing. 

These  are  the  chief  names  of  the  century  in  history  proper,  for 
Volney,  who  concludes  it  in  regard  to  the  study  of  history,  is,  like 
many  of  his  predecessors,  rather  a  philosopher  busying  himself  with 
the  historical  departments  and  applications  of  his  subject  than  a 
historian  proper.  Still  more  may  this  be  said  of  Diderot  in  such 
works  as  the  Essai  sur  les  Rlgnes  de  Claude  el  de  N/ron.  The 
creation  of  a  school  of  accomplished  historians,  was  left  for  the 
next  century,  when  the  opportunity  of  such  a  subject  as  the  French 
Revolution  in  the  immediate  past,  the  stimulus  of  the  precepts  and 
views  of  the  great  writers  on  the  philosophy  of  history,  and  lastly 
the  disinterring  of  the  original  documents  of  mediaeval  and  ancient 
history,  did  not  fail  to  produce  their  natural  effect.  The  number 
of  historians  of  the  first  and  second  class  born  towards  the  close  of 
the  eighteenth  century  is  remarkable. 

The    first    memoirs,   properly   so  •  called,    which    have    to   be 
mentioned  as  belonging  to  the  eighteenth  century,      MBmoim 
are   those    of    Mademoiselle    Belaunay,    afterwards    uodame  de 
Madame  de  Staal.     Mademoiselle  Delaunay  was  at-        Staal- 
tachcd  to  the  household  of  the  Duchess  du  Maine.     Del"™"?- 
the  beautiful,  impetuous,  and  highborn  wife  of  one  of  the  stupidest 
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and  least  interesting  of  men.  who  happened  also  to  be  the  illegi- 
timate son  of  Louis  XIV.  The  Duke  du  Maine,  or  rather  his  wife, 
for  he  himself  was  nearly  as  destitute  of  amlrition  as  of  ability, 
was  at  the  head  of  the  party  opposed  to  that  of  which  the 
Duke  of  Orleans  (the  Regent)  was  the  natural  chief,  and  Saint 
Simon  the  ablest  partisan.  The  'party  of  the  bastards'  ^led, 
but  the  duchess  kept  up  a  vigorous  literary  and  political  citation 
against  the  Regent  The  court  (as  it  may  be  called)  of  this 
opposition  was  held  at  Sceaui,  and  of  the  doings  of  this  court 
Madame  de  Staal  has  left  a  very  vivid  account.  The  Marquis 
d'Argenson,  a  statesman  and  a  man  of  great  intelligence,  concealed 
under  a  rough  and  clumsy  esterior,  has  left  memoirs  which  are 
valuable  for  the  early  and  middle  part  of  the  reign  of  Louis  XV. 
The  memoirs,  properly  so  called,  of  Duclos  are  of 
small  extent,  but  he  has  left  impersonal  memoirs  of 
the  later  reign  of  Louis  XIV,  and  the  beginning  of  that  of  his 
great-grandson,  which  are  among  the  best  historical  work  of  the 
time.  His  account  of  the  famous  '  system '  of  Law  is  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  information  on  its  subject,  as  is  his  handling 
of  the  Cellamare  conspiracy  and  other  afiai»  of  the  r^ency. 
Duclos  was  a  man  not  only  of  considerable  literary  talent,  but  of 
wide  historical  reading,  which  appears  amply  in  his  work.  The 
gossiping  memoirs,  attributed  to  Madame  du  Hausset,  bedchamber- 
woman  to  Madame  de  Pompadour,  give  many  ciu'ious  details  of 
the  middle  period  of  Louis  XV.'s  reign ;  and  in  the  vast  coUection 
of  tittle-tattle,  often  scandalous  enough,  called  the  Me'moires  de 
Bachaumont,  much  matter  of  interest,  and  some  that  is  of  value, 
may  be  found.  Among  the  most  valuable  memoirs  of  this  kind  are 
those  of  CoU^,  which  have  been  only  recently  edited  in  full.  Coll^, 
who,  though  a  time-server  and  an  ill-natured  man,  had  much  lite- 
rary talent,  was  an  acute  observer,  and  enjoyed  great  opportu- 
nities, has  left  important  materials  for  the  middle  of  the  century. 
^^  The  Baron  de  Ksenval,  half  a  Savoyard  and  half  a 

Pole,  who  played  an  important  part  in  the  early  days 
of  the  Revolution,  and  who  had  previously  encouraged  Marie 
Antoinette  in  the  levities,  harmless  enough  but  worse  than  ill- 
judged,  which  had  so  fatal  a  result,  has  left  reminiscences  of  the 
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later  years  of  Louis  XV.,  sind  a  connected  narrative  of  the  out- 
break of  the  Revolution.  The  memoirs  concerning  the  Philosophts 
form  a  library  in  themselves,  even  those  which  concern  Voltaire 
alone  making  3  not  inconsiderable  collection.  Those  Mndaiiw 
of  Madame  d'Epinay  (the  friend  of  Grimm,  of  Galiani,  d'Bplnaj. 
and  of  Rousseau),  of  Marmontel,  of  Morellet,  are  perhaps  the 
principal  of  this  group.  Marmontel's  memoirs  are  among  his 
best  works,  and  Madame  d'Epina/s  are  among  the  most  charac- 
teristic of  the  period.  There  is  a  certain  group  of  interesting 
memoirs  of  actors  and  actresses,  which  dates  from  this  time, 
including  those  of  the  great  actress  Mademoiselle  Clairon,  the 
tragic  actor  Le  Kain,  and  others. 

Circumstances  rather  political  than  literary  have  given  a  place  in 
literary  history  to  the  memoirs  of  Linguet  »)d  Latiide  uinor 
concerning  the  Bastile.  That  celebrated  building,  how-  Uemoira. 
ever,  figures  largely  in  the  memoirs  of  the  time,  and  the  experiences 
of  Voltaire,  Marmontel,  Cr^billon,  and  others  show  how  greatly 
exaggerated  is  the  popular  notion  of  its  dungeons  and  torments. 
The  so-called  memoirs  of  the  Duke  de  Richelieu  (the  type,  and  a 
very  debased  type,  of  the  French  noblesse  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
as  La  Rochefoucauld  was  of  that  of  the  seventeenth)  are  the  work 
of  Soulavie,  a  literary  man  and  unfrocked  abb^  of  very  dubious 
character :  but  they  at  least  rest  upon  anlhentic  data,  and  abound 
in  the  most  curious  mformation.  The  President  H^nault,  a  man 
of  protnty  and  learning,  has  lefl  memoirs  of  value  which  have  been 
considerably  added  to  of  late. 

As  might  be  expected,  the  collection  of  memoirs  which  have 
reference  to  the  Revolution  and  the  Empire  is  very         ^^ 
large.    The  fortunes  of  the  ill-fated  royal  family  are       of  tii* 
dealt  with  in  three  sets  of  memoirs,  on  which  all  his-      Bevolu- 
torians  have  been  obliged  to  draw,  those  of  Madame      S^hI!^ 
Campan,  of  Weber,  and  of  Cl^ry,  all  three  of  jwhoro 
were   attendants  on   Louis  XVL   and  Marie  Antoinette.      The 
memoirs  of  the  first-named  are  supposed  to  be  the  least  accurate 
in  matters  of  fact.      The  ill-natured  and  factious   Madame  de 
Genlis  has  left  two  different  works  of  the  memoir   kind,  the  one 
entitled  Souvenirs  de  F^licit,  which  is  somewhat  fictitious  in  form 
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and  arrangement,  but  is  believed  to  be  accurate  enoiigh  in  facts ; 
the  other,  definitely  called  Memoirs,  which  was  written  long  after 
date,  and  is'  much  coloured  by  prejudice.  The  Marquis  de  Bouill^, 
whose  gallant  conduct  during  the  Nancy  mutiny  set  an  example 
which  the  nobility  <rf  Francs  were  unfortunately  slow  to  follow, 
and  who  would  have  saved  Louis  XVI,  in  the  Varennes  flight 
but  for  ill-luck  and  the  king's  incredible  folly,  has  also  left  memoirs 
of  value;  and  so  has  Dumouriez.  The  memoirs  of  Louvet,  of 
Daunou,  of  Riouffe,  of  the  Duke  de  Laurun,  of  the  Comie  de 
Vaublanc,  of  the  Comte  de  S^gur,  may  be  mentioned.  The 
unamiable  but  striking  and  characteristic  figure  of  Madame  Roland 
lives  in  memoirs  which  are  among  the  most  celebrated  of  the 
time.  A  group  of  short  but  striking  accounts  of  eye-witnesses 
and  narrowly- rescued  victims  remains  to  testify  to  the  atrocities 
of  that  Second  of  September,  which  some  recent  historians  have 
striven  in  vain  to  palliate.  The  exceedingly  interesting  episodes  of 
the  Vend^an  War,  the  subsequent  Chouannerie,  and  the  Emigra- 
tion, were  long  very  insufficiently  known  by  original  documents,  the 
chief  authorities  for  the  first  being  the  narrative  of  Madame  de 
Lescure  on  one  side  and  of  the  Republican  general  Turreau  on  the. 
other.  The  approach  and  passage  of  the  centenary  of  the  Revo- 
lutioB  stimulated  the  publication  of  a  good  many  others  more 
valuable  to  the  historian  than  to  the  critic  and  the  reader.  Many 
of  the  men  of  the  Revolution,  of  the  servants  of  the  Empire  and  of 
their  wives,  have  left  accounts  (of  more  or  less  value  in  point  of 
matter)  of  the  events  of  the  time,  some  of  which  have  been  only 
very  recently  published.  Among  these  latter  special  notice  is 
deserved  by  the  memoirs  of  Davout,  of  Madame  de  R^musat,  and 
of  Count  Miot  de  Melito.  Still  more  recently  those  of  Marbot 
and  Thi^bault,  subordinate  generals  of  Napoleon's,  have  excited 
much  interest,  the  first  for  their  descriptions — at  once  vivid  and 
businesslike^ of  baHle  scenes,  the  second  for  varied  merits.  But 
no  one  of  these  (those  of  Madame  de  R^musat  perhaps  excepted) 
is  of  the  iirst  literary  importance  or  interest. 

It  is  otherwise  with  letters,  of  which  the  century  contributes  to 
literature  some  of  the  most  remarkable  which  we  possess.  The  most 
typical  may  be  noticed  with  some  minuteness.     Among  these  the 


ch.  IV,]   Historians,  Memoir-  WriUrSy  Letter-  Writers.     417 

correspondence  of  Grimm,  though  one  of  the  bulkiest  and  most 
important, maybedismissedwithabriefreference;  for  AbnndanoB 
it  will  be  noticed  again  in  the  succeeding  chapter,  and   of  latter- 
most of  it  is  not  either  the  work  of  one  man  or  real  cor-     'rf**"- 
respondence.    The  flying  sheets  which  Gnmm,  largely  aided  by  his 
complaisant  friends,  and  especially  by  Diderot,  sent  to  his  august 
Russian  and  German  correspondents,  were  in  reality  periodical  sum- 
maries of  the  state  of  politics,  society,  letters,  and  art  in  Paris,  not 
different  in  subject  and  style  from  the  printed  newspaper  letters  of 
the  present  day.   Of  the  letter- writers  proper  three  women  and  three 
men  may  be  selected, — Mademoiselle  AVss^,  Mademoiselle  de  Les- 
pinasse,  and  Madame  du  Deffand ;  Voltaire,  Diderot,  and  Galiani. 

Mademoiselle  AVss^  had  a  singular  history.  When  a  child  she 
was  carried  off  by  Turkish  rovers,  and  sold  at  Con-  iCademol- 
stantinople  to  the  French  ambassador,  M.  de  Ferriol.  ■»'**  aim*. 
This  was  at  the  beginning  of  the  century.  Her  purchaser  had 
her  brought  up  carefully  at  Paris  as  bis  property,  which  no  doubt 
he  always  considered  her.  But  in  his  old  age  he  became  childish, 
and  Mademoiselle  Alss^  was  free  to  frequent  society  to  which  she 
had  been  early  introduced.  She  met  and  fell  in  love  with  a  certain 
Chevalier  d'Aydie,  who  himself  (at  a  later  date,  for  the  most  part) 
was  a  letter-writer  of  some  merit.  Her  letters  to  him  and  of  him 
constitute  her  claim  to  a  position  in  the  history  of  literature. 
They  display  the  sentibiliti  of  the  time  in  a  decided  form,  but  in 
a  milder  one  than  the  later  letters  of  Mademoiselle  de  Lespinasse. 
Both  beyond  all  doubt  were  much  indebted  to  the  famous  and 
passionate  Leitres  Porlugaiset  published  in  French  by  Claude 
Barbin  in  1669,  but  avowedly  translated  from  the  Portuguese,  and 
written  in  that  language  by  Marianna  Alcoforado,  a  nun  of  Beja,  to 
Noel  Bouton,  afterwards  Marshal  de  Chamilly,  who  while  serving 
with  the  French  auxiliaries  in  Portugal  had  met,  captivated,  and 
deserted  her.  There  is  something  in  Mademoiselle  Alssd  more  than 
mere  sensilnlili—^  tender  and  affectionate  spirit  finding  graceful 
expression  and  deserving  a  happier  fate.  She,  like  most  other  people 
of  her  time,  turned  devout,  but  earlier  than  most,  and  died  in  1733. 

Madame  du  Deffand  was  a  very  different  person.   She  was  born  in 
1697,  and  was  married  in  1718  to  the  Marquis  du  Deffand.   But  she 
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soon  separated  from  him,  and  lived  for  many  j'cars  the  then  usual  life 
Hadama  of  gallantry.  This  merged  insensibly  into  a  life  of 
dnDaSuid.  literary  and  philoaophical  society.  Though  Madame  du 
Deffand  was  not,  like  the  wealthier  but  more  plebeian  Madame 
Geoflrin,  and  like  Madame  Helv^tius  later,  a  'nursing  mother  of  the 
philosophers,'  in  the  sense  of  supplying  their  necessiiies,  her  salon  in 
the  Rue  Saint  Dominique  was  long  one  of  the  chief  resorts  of  philo- 
sophism.  In  1753  she  became  blind,  but  this  made  little  difference 
in  her  appetite  for  society.  She  lived,  like  many  other  great  ladies, 
in  a  monastery,  and  died  in  1 780.  As  a  letter- writer  Madame  du 
De^nd  was  the  correspondent  of  most  of  the  greatest  men  of  letters 
of  the  time  (Voltaire,  D'AIembert,  H^nault,  Montesquieu,  etc).  But 
her  most  remarkable  correspondence,  and  perhaps  her  most  interest- 
ing one,  was  with  Horace  Walpole,  the  most  French  of  contemporary 
Englishmen.  Their  friendship,  for  which  it  is  hard  to  find  an  exact 
Dame,  unless,  perhaps,  it  may  be  called  a  kind  of  passionate  commu- 
nity of  tastes,  belongs  to  the  later  part  of  her  long  life.  Madame  du 
Deffand  is  the  typical  French  lady  of  the  eighteenth  century,  as 
Richelieu  is  the  typical  grand  seigmur.  She  was  perhaps  the 
wittiest  woman  (in  the  strict  sense  of  the  adjective)  who  ever  lived ', 
and  an  astonishingly  large  proportion  of  the  best  sayings  of  the 
time  is  traced  or  attributed  to  her.  Nearly  seventy  years  of  con- 
versation and  a  great  correspondence  did  not  exhaust  her  faculty 
of  acute  saUies,  of  ruthless  criticism,  of  cynical  but  clearsighted 
judgment  on  men  and  things.  But  she  was  thoroughly  unamiable, 
purely  selfish,  jealous,  spiteful,  destitute  of  humour,  if  full  of  wit.  A 
comparison  with  Madame  de  S^vign^  shows  how  the  French 
character  had,  in  the  upper  ranks  at  least,  degenerated  (it  is  worth 
remembering  that  Madame  du  DefTand  was  bom  just  after  Madame 
de  S^vign^'s  death),  though  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  earlier  cha- 
racter shows  perhaps  the  germs  of  what  is  repulsive  in  the  second. 
The  third  most  remarkable  lady  letter-writer  of  the  century, 
Mada-  Mademoiselle  de  Lespinasse,  was  closely  connected 
mousiie  de  with  Madame  du  Deffand.  She  was  indeed  her  com- 
iievioMM.  panion,  her  coadjutor,  and  her  rival.  Julie  Jeanne 
El^onore  de  Lespinasse  was  in  reality  the  illegitimate  daughter 
'  Her  earlier  contemporary.  Madame  de  Taicin,  it  her  chief  competitor. 
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of  a  lady  of  rank,  the  Countess  d'Albon,  who  lived  apart  From  her 
husband,  and  the  name  Lespinasse  was  merely  a  fancy  name 
taken  from  the  D'Albon  genealogy.  She  was  born,  or  at  least 
baptized,  at  Lyons  on  the  19th  November,  1733.  Her  mother, 
who  practically  acknowledged  her,  died  when  she  was  fifteen, 
leaving  her  fairly  provided  for.  But  her  half-brothers  and  sisters 
deprived  her  of  most  of  her  portion,  though  for  a  time  they  gave 
her  a  home.  In  1754  Madame  du  Deffand,  to  whom  she  bad 
been  recommended,  and  who  had  just  been  struck  with  blindness, 
invited  her  to  come  and  live  with  her,  which  she  did,  after  some 
hesitation.  For  ten  years  the  two  presided  jointly  over  their  society, 
but  at  last  Madame  du  DefTand's  jealousy  broke  out.  Mademoiselle 
de  Lespinasse  retired,  taking  with  her  not  a  few  of  the  habituds 
of  the  salon,  with  IVAlembert  at  their  head.  Madame  GeofTrin 
seems  to  have  endowed  her,  and  she  established  herself  in  the 
Rue  de  Bellechasse,  where  D'Alembert  before  long  came  to  join 
her.  They  lived  in  a  curious  sort  of  relationship  for  mote  than 
ten  years,  until  Mademoiselle  de  Lespinasse  died  on  the  aand  May, 
1776.  During  this  time  she  was  a  gracious  hostess  and  a  bond 
of  union  to  many  men  of  letters,  especially  those  of  the  younger 
philoiophe  school.  But  this  is  not  what  gives  her  her  place  here, 
Her  claim  rests  upon  a  collection  of  love-letters,  not  addressed  to 
D'Alembert  She  was  thirty-four  when  the  earliest  of  her  love 
'  affairs  began,  and  had  never  been  beautiful.  When  she  died  she 
was  forty-four,  and  her  later  letters  are  more  passionate  than 
the  earlier.  Her  first  lover  was  a  young  Spaniard,  the  Marquis 
Gonsalvo  de  Mora  ;  her  second,  the  Count  de  Guibert,  a  poet  and 
essayist  of  no  great  merit,  a  military  reformer  said  to  have  been  of 
some  talent,  and  pretty  evidently  a  bad-hearted  coxcomb.  To 
him  the  epistles  we  have  are  addressed.  All  the  circumstances 
of  these  letters  are  calculated  to  make  them  ridiculous,  yet  there 
is  hardly  any  word  which  they  less  deserve.  The  great  defect 
of  the  eighteenth  century  is  that  its  stnsibiiiti  excludes  real  passion. 
The  men  and  women  of  feeling  of  the  period  always  seem  as 
if  they  were  playing  at  feeling;  the  affairs  of  the  heart,  which 
occupy  so  large  a  place  in  its  literature,  show  only  the  progress 
of  a  certain  kind  of  game  which  has  its  rules  and  stages  to  which 


420  The  Eighteenth  Onhtry.  [Bk.  IV. 

the  players  must  conronn,  but  which,  when  once  over,  leaves  no 
more  traces  than  any  other  kind  of  game.  To  ttib  Mademoiselle 
de  Lespinasse  is  a  conspicuous  exception.  It  has  been  said  of  her 
that  her  letters  burn  the  paper  they  are  written  on  with  the 
fervency  of  their  sentiment,  nor  is  the  expression  an  exaggerated 
one.  Except  in  Rousseau  and  (in  a  different  form)  in  Manon 
Lescaui,  it  is  in  these  letters  that  we  must  look  for  almost  the 
only  genuine  passion  of  the  time.  It  is  no  doubt  unreal  to  a 
certain  degree,  morbid  also  in  an  even  greater  degree  as  regards 
what  is  real  in  it.  But  it  is  in  no  sense  consciously  a£Fected,  and 
conscious  affectation  was  the  bane  of  the  period. 

Mademoiselle  ATss^  and  Mademoiselle  de  Lespinasse  show  in 
various  forms  the  amiable  weaknesses  of  womankind,  Madame 
du  Defend  its  unamiable  strength.  The  letters  of  Voltaire,  of 
Diderot,  and  of  the  Abb^  Galiani  are  not  so  typical  of  a  sex,  but 
are  more  representative  of  individuals  and  at  the  same  time  c^  the 
it-ira  ^*'  Voltaire's  correspondence  is  simply  enormous  in 
point  of  bulk.  Fresh  letters  of  his  are  constantly  being 
discovered  and  edited  even  now '.  His  long  life,  his  extraordinary 
industry,  his  position  during  nearly  a  generation  as  the  leading 
man  of  letters  of  Europe,  the  curious  diversity  of  his  interests, 
even  the  prosperity  in  p>oint  of  fortune  which  made  him  com- 
mand the  services  of  secretaries  and  understrappers,  while  humbler 
men  of  letters  had  to  do  the  mechanical  work  of  composition  for 
themselves,  all  contributed  to  bring  about  this  fecundity.  We  have 
from  him  early  love-letters,  letters  to  private  friends  of  all  dates, 
business  letters,  literary  letters,  letters  to  great  persons,  letters  in- 
tended for  publication,  letters  not  intended  for  publication,  flatter- 
ing letters,  insulting  letters,  benevolent  letters,  patronising  letters, 
begging  letters,  letters  of  ahnosl  every  sort  and  kind  that  the 
ingenuity  of  human  imagination  can  conceive  or  the  diversity  of 

'  This  innneDEe  prodnctitm,  coupled  with  the  sbfftj  tricks  of  publication. 
Hid  the  cooatsnt  revtsloo  of  some  of  his  work  iu  which  Voltnire  indulged, 
makes  the  issue  of  a  really  'complela'  editiou  of  him  almost  au  impossibility, 
and  certainly  an  imacMeved  task — as  yet.  Forluuately  one  of  the  belt  Biilio- 
£m/Aufe»>nt  baibeeDderotedtohimbyM.GcoreesBeuEeKo.  Paris.  4toU. 
i88j-9a  * 
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human  relationships  and  circumstances  require.  Partial  critics 
have  contended  that  the  singular  quality  of  Voltaire's  genius  might 
be  sufficiently  exemplified  from  his  letters,  if  no  other  documents 
were  forthcoming.  Without  going  quite  so  fiir  as  this,  it  may  be 
allowed  that  bis  correspondence  is  a  remarkable  monument  of 
those  qualities  in  literature  which  enable  a  man  to  express  himself 
happily  and  rapidly  on  any  subject  that  happens  to  present  itself. 
The  letters  do  not  perhaps  supply  any  ground  for  disputing 
Carlyle's  sentence  on  Voltaire  (a  sentence  which  has  excited  the 
wrath  of  French  critics)  that  there  is  not  one  great  thought  in  all 
his  works.  But  they  enable  us,  even  better  than  any  other  division 
of  those  works,  to  appreciate  the  singular  flexibility  of  his  intellect, 
the  extraordinarily  wide  range  of  his  interests  and  sympathies,  thb 
practical  talents  which  accompanied  his  literary  genius. 

Diderot's  correspondence  is  also  considerable  in  bulk,  though 
not  in  that  respect  to  be  compared  to  Voltaire's.  It  jjidowit. 
has  several  minor  divisions,  the  chief  of  which  is  a 
body  of  letters  addressed  to  the  sculptor  Falconnet  in  Russia.  But 
the  main  claim  of  this  versatile  writer  and  most  fertile  thinker  to 
rank  in  this  chapter  lies  in  his  letters  to  Mademoiselle  Volland,  a 
lady  of  mature  years,  to  whom,  in  his  own  middle  and  old  ^e,  he 
Was,  after  the  fashion  of  the  time,  much  attached.  These  letters 
were  not  published  till  forty  or  fifty  years  after  his  death,  and  it  is 
not  too  much  to  say  that  they  supply  not  only  the  most  vivid 
picture  of  Diderot  himself  which  is  attainable,  but  also  tlie  best 
view  of  the  later  and  extremer  philosopke  society.  Many,  if  not 
most  of  them,  are  written  from  that  society's  head -quarters,  the 
country  house  of  the  Baron  d'Holbach,  at  Grandval,  where  Diderot 
was  an  ever  welcome  visitor.  This  society  had  certain  drawbacks 
which  made  it  irksome,  not  merely  to  orthodox  and  sober  persons, 
but  to  fastidious  judges  who  were  not  much  burdened  with  scruples. 
Horace  Walpole,  for  instance,  found  himself  bored  by  it.  But  it 
was  the  most  characteristic  society  of  the  lime,  and  Diderot's 
letters  are  the  best  pictures  of  it,  because,  unlike  some  not  dis- 
similar work,  they  unite  great  vividness  and  power  of  description  , 
with  an  obvious  absence  of  the  least  design  to  *  cook,'  that  is  to 
say,  to  invent  or  to  disguise  facts  and  characters.     Diderot,  who 
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possessed  every  literary  faculty  except  the  faculty  of  taking  pains 
and  the  faculty  of  adroitly  choosing  subjects,  was  marked  out  as 
the  describeT  of  such  a  society  as  this,  where  brilliancy  was  the 
one  thing  never  wanting,  where  eccentricity  of  act  and  speech 
was  the  rule,  where  originals  abounded  and  took  care  to  make 
the  most  of  their  originality,  and  where  all  restraint  of  convention 
was  deliberately  cast  aside.  The  character  and  tendencies  of  this 
society  have  been  very  variously  judged,  and  there  is  no  need 
to  decide  here  between  the  judges  further  than  to  say  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  famous  essay  of  Carlyle  on  Diderot  not  inadequately 
reduces  to  miniature  Diderot's  own  picture  of  it.  Only  the  ex- 
tremest  prejudice  can  deny  the  extraordinary  merit  of  that  picture 
itself,  the  vividness  and  effortless  effect  with  which  the  men  and 
women  dealt  with — their  doings  and  their  sayings — are  presented, 
the  completeness  and  dramatic  force  of  the  presentation. 

The  last  of  the  epistolers  selected  for  comment,  the  Abb£  Galiani, 
Qiiiuij  ^*^  ^"^  peculiarity  as  distinguished  from  Voltaire  and 
Diderot,  that  he  is  little  except  a  letter-writer  to  the 
present  and  probably  to  all  future  generations  of  readers.  He  will 
indeed  appear  again,  but  his  dealings  with  political  economy  are 
of  merely  ephemeral  interest.  Galiani  was  of  a  noble  Neapolitan 
family,  was  attached  to  the  Neapolitan  Legation  in  Paris,  and 
made  himself  a  darling  of  phiiozophe  society  there.  When  he  was 
recalled  to  his  native  country  and  endowed  with  sufficiently  lucra* 
tive  employments,  his  chief  consolation  for  the  loss  of  Parisian 
society  was  to  gather  as  far  as  he  could  a  copy  of  it — consisting 
partly  of  Italians,  partly  of  foreign  and  especially  English  visitors 
to  Italy — to  stady  classical  archaeology,  in  which  (and  especially 
in  the  department  of  numismatics)  he  was  an  expert,  and  to  write 
letters  to  his  French  friends.  In  his  long  residence  at  Paris, 
Galiani  had  acquired  a  style  not  entirely  destitute  of  Italianisms, 
but  all  the  more  piquant  on  that  account.  His  letters  were  pub- 
lished early  in  this  century,  but  incompletely  and  in  a  somewhat 
garbled  fashion.  They  have  recently  had  the  benefit  of  two  dif- 
ferent complete  editions.  They  are  addressed,  the  greater  part 
of  them  to  Madame  d'Epinay,  and  the  remainder  to  various 
correspondents.     Galiani  had  the  reputation  of  being  one  of  the 
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best  talkers  of  his  time,  and  the  memoiis  and  correspondence  of 
his  Iriends  (especially  Diderot's)  contain  manjr  reported  sayings  of 
his  which  amply  support  the  Teputation.  Like  many  famous 
talkers,  he  seems  to  have  been  not  quite  so  ready  with  tlie  pen  as 
with  the  tongue.  But  it  is  only  by  comparison  that  his  letters  can 
be  depreciated.  Less  voluminous  and  manifold  than  Voltaire,  less 
picturesque  than  Diderot,  he  is  a  model  of  general  letter- writing. 
He  is  also  remarkable  as  an  exponent  of  the  curious  feeling  of 
the  time  towards  religion;  a  feeling  which  was  prevalent  in  the 
cultivated  classes  (with  certain  differences)  all  over  Europe.  Galiani 
was  not,  like  some  of  his  French  friends,  a  proselytising  atheist.  He 
held  some  ecclesiastical  employments  in  his  own  country  with 
decency,  and  died  with  all  due  attention  Co  the  rites  of  the  Church. 
But  it  is  obvious  that  he  was  as  little  of  a  Christian,  in  any  definite 
sense  of  the  word,  as  any  humanist  of  the  fifteenth  century. 

The  light  thrown  in  this  fashion  upon  the  social,  moral,  and 
intellectual  characteristics  of  the  time  constitutes  the  chief  value  of 
all  its  historical  literature,  except  the  great  philosophico-historical 
works  of  Montesquieu  and  TurgoL  It  has  a  certain  Simsiness  about 
it  \  it  is  brilliant  journalism  rather  than  literature  properly  so  called  ; 
the  dialect  in  which  it  is  written  wants  the  gravity  and  sonorous- 
ness, the  colour  and  the  poetry,  of  the  seventeenth  and  earlier 
centuries.  ^  But  it  is  unmatched  in  power  of  social  portraiture. 
Written,  as  much  of  it  is,  by  men  of  the  middle  class,  and  more 
of  it  by  men  who,  from  whatever  class  they  sprang,  were  deeply  in- 
terested in  social,  economical,  and  political  problems,  it  is  free 
from  tliat  ignoring  of  any  life  and  rank  except  that  of  Che  nobility 
which  mars  much  of  the  work  of  earUer  times.  The  picture  ic 
gives  is  very  far  &om  being  a  flattering  one :  the  nature  Co  which 
the  mirror  is  held  up  is  in  most  cases  a  decidedly  corrupt  nature; 
but  the  mirror  b  held  frankly,  and  the  reflection  is  useful  to 
posterity. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

ESSAYISTS,   MINOR   MORALISTS,  CRITICS. 

What  may  be,  for  want  of  a   better  word,  called  occa^onal 
writing  in  prose  received  a  considerable  development  daring  the 

eighteenth  centuir-     Some  of  the  forms  which  it  had 
Ooeuional  .,,         ,n,.  %       r     , 

Writiiis  .previously  taken,  the  Pmstt,  (he  maxim,  and  so  forth, 
in  the  were  less  practised,  thoi^h  at  the  beginning  and  end 
'"'''*°™"''  of  oor  present  period  two  remarkable  men,  Vauve- 
^^  '  nargues  and  Joubert,  distinguished  themselves  in  them, 
and  in  the  form  of  satirical  aphorism  Chamfort  and 
Rivarol,  before  and  during  the  Revolntion,  brought  them  to  great 
perfection.  But  h  was  powerfully  encouraged  by  the  institution 
of  ofGcial  ^lega,  pronounced  in  the  French  Academy  on  famous 
men  of  the  immediate  or  remoter  past,  and  of  prize  essays,  sub- 
jects for  which,  in  ever  increasing  mmibers,  were  proposed,  not 
merely  by  (hat  body,  but  by  provincial  societies  of  a  dmilar  but 
humbler  kind.  More  than  all  this,  the  growth  of  periodical  litera- 
ture, (hough  not  exactly  rapid,  was  steady,  and  gave  opportuni^ 
for  the  cultivation  of  the  two  main  branches  of  occa^onal  writing 
as  it  is  undnstood  ip  modern  times,  namely,  social  or  ethical  essays 
of  the  Addisonian  kind,  and  critical  studies,  literary  or  other.  A 
great  impetus  was  given  to  this  by  the  novelist  Provost,  who,  after 
his  return  from  England,  edited,  as  has  been  observed,  more  than' 
one  avowed  imitation  of  the  English  Speclaior  and  Taller.  At  the 
beginning  of  the  century  the  chief  place  among  newspapers  was 
occupied  by  the  Mtrcure  GalanI,  which  had  enjoyed  the  con- 
tttnpt  of  La  Bruyfere,  and  the  management  of  Vis^  and  Thomas 
Comeille.  Towards  the  middle  and  end  of  the  period,  the  Gazelle 
it  Frame,  under  the  management  of  Suard,  held  the  principal 
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place  with  a.  somewhat  higher  aim  ;  and  of  non-official  publica- 
tions the  ]t%ml  Journal  de  Trivottx  and  the  aaW-phtlosophe  Ann/e 
LitUraire  of  Fr^ron  were  notable.  It  was  not  till  after  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Revolution  that  journalism  proper  spread  and  multi- 
plied, and  that  journalists  became  a  power.  A  short  notice  of 
the  chief  of  these  will  be  found  lower  down  in  this  chapter,  but  a 
full  history  of  French  journalism  is  impossible  here. 

The  first  place  in  f>oint  of  time,  and  not  the  least  in  point  of 
importance,  among  the  occaaional  writers  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
is  due  to  Fonlenelle,  The  personal  name  of  this  „  . 
curious  writer,  who  is  perhaps  the  most  stnkmg  ex- 
ample in  literary  history  of  multifarious  talent  and  unwearied  in- 
dustry just  stopping  short,  despite  their  combination,  of  genius, 
was  Bernard  le  Bovier,  and  his  mother  was  a  sister  of  Comeille, 
whose  life  Fontenelle  himself  wrote.  He  was  educated' by  the 
Jesuits  and  studied  for  the  bar,  but  was  unsuccessful  as  an  ad- 
vocate, and  soon  gave  up  active  practice.  He  came  to  Paris 
very  young,  and  soon  became  distinguished,  after  a  fashion,  in 
society  and  literature.  He  was  one  of  the  last  of  (he  pr/cieux, 
or  rather  he  was  the  inventor  of  a  new  combination  of  literature 
and  gallantry  which  at  first  exposed  him  to  not  a  little  satire. 
Unfortunately  loo  for  him  he  tried  first  to  emulate  his  uncles  in 
the  drama,  for  which  he  had  no  talent,  and  one  of  his  plays  {Aspar), 
failing  completely,  gave  his  enemies  abundant  opportunity.  No 
one,  however,  illustrated  better  than  Fontenelle  the  saying  that '  no 
man  was  ever  written  down  except  by  himself.'  He  was  ihe  butt 
of  the  four  most  dangerous  satirists  of  his  time — Racine,  Boileau, 
La  Bruyere,  and  J.  B.  Rousseau  ;  but  though  the  epigrams  which 
Racine  and  Rousseau  directed  against  him  are  among  the  best  in 
the  language,  and  though  the  'portrait'  of  Cydias,  in  the  Carac- 
lires,  at  least  equals  them,  Fontenelle  received  hardly  any  damage 
from  ihese.  Finding  that  he  was  not  likely  to  be  a  successful 
dramatic  poet,  even  in  opera,  he  turned  to  prose,  and  wrate 
'  dialogues  of  ihe  dead,'  in  avowed  imitation  of  Lucian,  and  a  kind 
of  romance  called  '  Lttlret  du  Chevalier  J  Her  .  .  .,*  in  which  he  may 
be  said  to  have  set  the  example  of  the  elaborate  and  rather  aGfected 
style,  afterwards  called  Marivaudage,  from  his  most  famous  pupil 
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Even  here  his  success  was  doubtlul,  and  he  ag^n  changed  his 
ground.  He  had  paid  some  attention  to  science,  and  he  saw  that 
there  was  an  opening  in  the  growing  curiosity  of  educated  people 
for  scientific  popularising;.  To  this  and  to  literary  criticism  and 
history  he  devoted  himself  for  the  remainder  of  his  loi^  life, 
becoming  President  of  the  Academy  of  Sciences,  and  virtual  dio 
tator  of  the  Acad^mie  Fran^aise.  His  ^logis  and  his  academic 
essays  generally  were  highly  popular.  But  his  chief  single  works 
are  the  famous  Enlretien  sur  la  PluraHUda  Mondts,  an  example  of 
singularly  hardy  speculation,  and  of  no  contemptible  learning,  art- 
fully disguised  by  an  easy  style,  and  his  Hisloire  dts  Oracks,  of  which 
much  the  same  may  be  said.  With  hardly  diminished  powers 
Fontenelle  achieved  an  age  not  often  paralleled  in  literary  his- 
tory, though  his  contemporary,  Saint  Aulaire,  a  minor  poet,  nearly 
equalled  it.  He  died  in  his  hundredth  year,  and  almost  at  the  end 
of  it,  his  long  life  extending  from  the  very  earliest  glories  of  the 
Si^cle  de  Louis  XIV.  to  the  very  hottest  period  of  the  En- 
cyclopedist battle.  The  singular  variety  of  his  works,  and  his 
force  of  character,  disguised  under  a  somewhat  frivolous  exterior, 
but  enabling  him  to  Uve  down  enmity  and  ridicule  which  would 
have  crushed  most  men,  would  of  themselves  make  Fontenelle  a 
remarkable  figure  in  fiterature.  fiut  his  actual  work  has  more  merits 
than  that  of  mere  variety.  He  realised  quite  as  keenly  as  his  enemy 
La  Bruybre  the  importance  of  manner  in  literature,  though  his  taste 
was  hardly  so  pure.  If  not  exactly  an  original  thinker,  he  was  an 
acute  and  comprehensive  one,  and  forestalled  most  of  his  con- 
temporaries in  consciously  taking  the  direction  which  they  w;re 
almost  unwittingly  pursuing.  He  fully  appreciated  the  value  of 
paradox  as  stimulating  men's  minds  and  giving  flavour  to  litera- 
ture; and  his  positive  wit  was  very  considerable.  To  not  many 
men  are  more  good  sayings  attributed,  and  the  goodness  of  these 
is  not  always  verbal  only.  The  most  famous  of  them,  uttered  in 
de&nce  of  his  peculiar  union  of  heterodoxy  and  caution,  'I  may 
have  my  fist  full  of  truth,  and  yet  only  care  to  open  my  little  finger,' 
may  be  immoral  or  not,  but  it  expressed  very  early,  and  with 
singular  force,  the  intellectual  attitude  of  two  whole  generations. 
Inseparable  from  Fontenelle's  name  in  literary  history,  as  the 
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two  mere  long  closely  anited  in  life,  is  the  name  of  La  Motte. 
La  Motte  was  a  much  younger  man  than  Fontenelle,  ^^  Motte 
and  be  died  more  than  thirty  years  before  him,  but 
'  during  the  first  thirty  years  of  the  century  the  pair  exercised  a  kind  of 
joint  sovereignty  in  the  Belles  Lettres.  They  revived  the  quarrel 
of  the  ancients  and  moderns,  inclining  to  the  modem  side.  But  La 
Motte's  translation  of  Homer,  or  rather  his  adaptation  (for  he 
omitted  about  half),  is  not  of  a  nature  to  inspire  much  confidence  in 
his  ability  to  judge  the  matter,  though  his  essays  and  letters  on  the 
subject  are  triumphs  of  ingenious  word-fence.  Unlike  Fontenelle, 
La  Motte  had  one  considerable  dramatic  success  with  the  pathetic 
subject  of  Itiit  dt  Castro,  and  his  bbles  are  not  devoid  of  merit. 
It  was,  however,  as  a  prose  writer  of  the  occasional  kind,  and 
especially  as  a  paradoxical  essayist,  that  he  earned  and  deserved 
most  fame,  his  prose  style  being  superior  to  Fontenelle's  own. 

The  next  name  deserving  of  mention  belongs  to  a  very  different 
writer,  Luc  de  Clapiers,  Marquis  do  Vauvenargues,  covered  in 
bis  brief  space  of  life  not  a  third  of  the  period  allotted  TBuTsaar- 
to  Fontenelle,  who  was  nearly  sixty  when  Vauvenargues  *""■■ 
was  born,  and  outlived  him  ten  years.  Nor  did  he  leave  any 
single  work  of  consequence.  Yet  bis  scanty  writings  are  far  more 
valuable  in  matter,  if  not  in  form,  than  those  of  the  witty  cente- 
narian. Vauvenargues  was  born  at  Aix,  in  Provence,  on  the  6th 
of  August,  1715.  His  family  was  ancient  and  honourable,  but 
appears  to  have  been  poor,  and  his  education  was  interrupted  by 
the  bad  health  which  continued  throughout  his  short  life.  Never- 
theless he  entered  the  army  at  the  age  of  eighteen.  After  this  he 
had  scanty  opportunities  of  study,  and  it  is  said  that  he  was 
ignorant  not  only  of  Greek  but  even  of  Latin.  He  served  at  first  in 
Italy,  and  then  for  some  years  was  employed  on  garrison  duty. 
At  the  outbreak  of  the  war  of  the  Austrian  succession  his  regiment 
was  sent  into  Germany,  and  he  had  a  full  share  of  the  hardships 
of  the  Bohemian  campaign.  No  promotion  came  to  him,  bis 
m«ans  were  almost  exhausted,  and  in  1744  he  resigned  his  com- 
mission, after  taking  the  curiously  unworldly  step  of  writing  directly 
to  the  king,  asking  for  a  place  in  the  diplomatic  service.  An  ap- 
plication to  the  minister  of  foreign    affairs  was  not  much  more 
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successful,  and  Vauvenargues,  whoEc  evil  star  pursued  him,  had  do 
sooner  established  himself  with  his  family  than  a  bad  attack  of 
small-pos  destroyed  the  litde  health  he  still  had.  He  set  to  work, 
however,  to  write,  and  in  the  short  dme  before  his  death  actually 
published  some  of  his  works,  and  left  others  in  a  condition  ready 
for  [lublication.  He  lived  in  Paris  for  the  last  three  years  of  his 
life,  and  died  in  1747,  at  the  age  of  thirty-two.  Luterly  he  had 
made  acquaintance  with  Voltaire,  who  entertained  a  very  high  and 
generous  opinion  of  his  talents,  due  perhaps  partly  to  the  remark- 
able difference  .of  their  respective  characters  and  points  of  view, 
Vauvenargues'  principal  work  is  an  IrUroduclion  A  la  Connoissanee 
de  TEtprit  Humain,  i>esides  which  he  left  a  considerable  number 
of  maiims,  reBections,  etc.,  on  points  of  ethics  and  of  literary 
criticism.  In  the  last  part  of  his  work  there  is  more  curiosity  than 
instruction.  It  is,  however,  in  its  way  an  instructive  thing  to  see 
that  a  man  of  talent  and  even  of  genius  could  object  to  Moli^re 
for  having  chosen  des  sujeU  trep  bos,  while  he  speaks  of  Boileau 
in  the  most  enthusiastic  terms.  The  truth  (and  in  the  history 
of  literature  it  is  a  very  important  truth)  is  that  Vauvenaigues  was 
too  little  versed  in  any  language  but  his  own  to  have  the  requisite 
range  of  comparison  necessary  for  literary  criticism,  and  that  his 
real  interest  in  literature  was  almost  entirely  proportioned  to  its 
bearing  upon  conduct  His  maxims,  his  Connoi'ssance  de  TEsprit, 
his  Comeili  h  un/eum  Homme,  etc.,  are  all  occupied  almost  entirely 
with  questions  of  morality.  Vauvenargues  (and  in  this  he  was  re- 
markable) stood  entirely  aloof  ^m  the  sceptical  movement  of  his 
age.  There  was,  indeed,  a  certain  scepticism  in  him,  as  in  almost 
all  thinkers,  but  it  was  of  the  stamp  of  Pascal's,  not  in  the  least 
mocking  or  polemical,  and  even,  as  compared  with  Pascal's  own, 
much  less  strictly  theological.  In  most  of  his  writings  he  shows 
himself  an  earnest  and  upright  man,  profoundly  convinced  of  the 
importance  of  right  conduct,  gifted  with  an  acute  perception  of  its 
usual  moving  springs  and  directions,  not  remarkable  for  humour  or 
poe^cal  feeling,  but  serious,  sober,  and  a  little  stoical.  His  litciary 
characterisUcs  reflect  some  of  these  peculiarities,  and  also  betray 
something  of  his  neglected  education.  He  is  never  ^ovenly  in 
thought,  but  he  sometimes  shocked  the  exact  verbal  critics  of  the 
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eighteenth  century  by  such  phrases  as  '  les  sens  sont  flatt^s  d'agir, 
de  galoper  un  cbeval,'  whereupon  his  censor  annotates '  n^glig^.  Les 
sens  ne  galopent  pas  un  chevaL'  A  more  serious  fault  is  that,  in  his 
shorter  maxims  especially,  he  does  not  observe  the  nrie  of  abso- 
lute lucidity  which  La  Rochefoucauld,  who  was  as  much  his  model 
in  point  of  style  as  he  was  his  opposite  in  general  views,  never 
breaks  through.  Jlia  sayings  (it  is  a  merit  as  well  as  a  drawback) 
are  often  rather  suggestive  than  expressive ;  they  remind  the  reader 
of  his  own  curious  comparison  of  Corneille  with  Racine, '  les  h^ros 
de  Comeille  disent  souvent  de  grandes  choses  sans  les  inspirer ; 
ceux  de  Racine  les  inspirent  sans  les  dire.' 

Contemporary  with  Fontenelle  and  La  Motte  was  the  Chancellor 
B'Agnesseau,  one  of  the  most  prominent  figures  of  the  earlier 
reign  of  Louis  XV.,  a  steady  defender  of  orthodoxy — yet,  as  was 
seen  in  the  case  of  the  EncycIopEedia,  willing  to  assist  enlighten- 
ment— a  man  of  irreproachable  character,  and  a  writer  df  some 
merit.  D'Aguesseau  was  born  in  iti68,  and  died  in  D'Axnew- 
1751.     He  early  received  considerable  preferment  in  ""■ 

the  law,  and  held  the  seals  at  intervals  for  the  greater  part  of 
the  last  thirty  years  of  his  life.  He  was  a  defender  of  Galli- 
canism— indeed,  he  was  suspected  of  Jansenist  leanings — and  a 
man  of  great  benevolence  in  private  life.  His  legal  and  historical 
learning  was  immense,  and  he  was  not  without  some  tincture 
of  science.  He  deserves  a  place  here  chiefly  for  his  speeches 
on  public  occasions,  which  were  in  effect  elaborate  moral  essays. 
An  important  part  of  them  consists  of  what  were  called  Mer- 
curiakt  (that  is  to  say,  discourses  pronounced  on  certain  Wed- 
nesdays (Die  Mercnrii)  by  the  first  president  of  the  Parliament 
of  Paris)  on  the  abuses  of  the  day,  the  duties  of  judges,  the  nature 
of  justice,  and  similar  subjects. 

Another  writer,  who  has  been  mentioned  more  than  once  be- 
fore,  held  somewhat  aloof  firom  the  Encyclopiedists,  though  he  was 
not,  like  IVAguesseau,  definitely  orthodox,  or,  like  Vauvenargues, 
severely  moral.  Charles  Pinaud  Doclos  was  one  of 
the  most  miscellaneous  of  the  miecellaneons  writers 
of  the  time.  He  held  the  office  of  historiographer  royal,  and  pro- 
duced some  remarkable  works  of  the  historical  kind,  one  of  which 
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has  been  noticed.  He  composed  novels  in  a  fancirul  style  midway 
between  Cr^illon  and  Marivaux.  He  also  wrote  on  grammar,  but 
some  of  his  best  work  consists  of  short  academic  essays,  and  of  a 
moral  study  called  Cmsidiratiom  sur  Us  Moeurs  de  Notre  Temps, 
which  is  both  well  written  and  shows  discernment.  Duclos' 
character  has  been  somewhat  variously  represented,  but  the  un- 
favourable reports  (which  are  in  the  minority)  may  probably  be 
traced  to  the  studied  bnisqueness  of  his  manners,  and  to  his 
unwillingness  to  make  common  cause  with  the  philos(^he  coterie, 
though,  if  some  stories  are  to  be  believed,  he  oflen  conversed  and 
argued  quite  in  their  style. 

Yet  another  typical  figure  of  the  same  numerous  class  is  Jean 
KacmoutaL  ^™''9°'^  Marmontel,  one  of  the  most  eminent  pr<J- 
fessional  men  of  letters  of  the  second  class.  Mar- 
montel's  moral  tales,  his  Bilisaire,  and  his  plays  have  already  been 
noticed,  but  his  main  place  in  literature  is  that  of  a  journalist  and 
critic.  He  was  bom  at  Bort,  in  the  district  of  Limoges,  in  1723, 
and  obtained  some  provincial  reputation  in  letters.  Introduced  to 
Voltaire  in  r746,  he  began  as  a  dramatist,  and,  ader  some  failures, 
acquired  the  protection  of  Madame  de  Pompadour,  He  was  made 
editor  of  the  Mercurt,  which  gave  him  an  influential  position  and 
a  competence.  He  afterwards  succeeded  Duclos  as  historiographer, 
notwithstanding  the  outcry  which  had  been  made  against  his 
Bilisairt.  He  had  contributed  almost  all  the  minor  articles  on 
literary  subjects  to  the  Encyclopaedia,  and  these  were  collected  and 
published  as  AUments  dt  Liltfrature  in  1787.  He  died  in  1799. 
The  £Umenls  de  Lilliraiure  are,  with  the  Cours  de  LilUrature  of  La 
Harpe,  the  chief  source  of  information  as  to  eighteenth-century 
criticism  of  the  fashionable  kind  in  France.  They  are  very 
voluminous,  and,  from  the  circumstances  of  their  original  form, 
deal  with  a  vast  number  of  subjects.  The  style  is  for  the  most 
part  simple  and  good,  destitute  alike  of  the  dryness  and  of  the 
bombast  which  were  the  two  faults  of  contemporary  writing.  But 
Maimontel's  system  of  criticism  will  not  bear  a  moment's  ex- 
amination. It  consists  simply  in  the  assumption  that  Racine, 
Boileau  (though  he  was  at  first  recalcitrant  to  Boileau,  and  had  to 
be  admonished  by  Voltaire  that  ^a  parte  malheur),  and  their  con- 
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temporaries  are  infallible  models,  and  in  the  application  of  this 
principle  to  all  other  nations.  The  passion  for  finding  plausible 
general  reasons  also  leads  Marmontel  into  grotesque  aberrations, 
as  where  he  gives  three  reasons  for  English  success  in  poetry  as 
contrasted  with  our  inferiority  in  the  other  arts.  First,  Englishmen, 
loving  glory,  saw  early  that  poetry  acquired  glory  for  a  nation. 
Secondly,  being  naturally  given  to  sadness  and  meditation,  they 
wish  for  emotions  to  distract  and  move  them.  Thirdly,  thei  genius 
is  proper  to  poetry.  This  last  remark,  the  reader  should  observe, 
comes  fixjm  a  covmtr)Tnan  of  Molifere,  a  man  who  must  have  read 
the  Malade  Imagittairt,  and  who  was  moreover  a  man  of  much 
more  than  ordinary  talent.  Marmontel  ofEen  has  acute  remarks, 
and  his  blunders  and  absurdities  are  rather  symptomatic  of  the 
false  state  in  which  criticism  was  at  the  dme  than  of  individual 
shortcomings. 

Somewhat  younger  than  Marmontel  was  La  Harpe,  who  pur- 
sued the  same  lines  of  dramatic  poetry  and  literary    _    „ 

...         .     .  - .  .,.,..*■'  Harpe. 

cnticism,  the  latter  with  more  success  m  his  kind,  so 

much  so,  that  Malherbe,  Boileau,  and  he  may  be  ranked  to- 
gether as  the  three  representatives  of  the  infancy,  flourishing, 
and  decadence  of  the  '  classical '  theory  of  literary  criticism  in 
France.  La  Harpe  was  bom  at  Paris  in  1739,  was  broi^ht  up  by 
charity,  gained  a  reputation  as  a  brilliant  exhibitioner  at  the 
College  d'Harcourt,  and,  after  the  mishap  of  being  imprisoned  for 
a  libel,  obtained  new  success  at  the  Academy  competitions.  He 
acquired  the  favour  of  Voltaire,  and  fairly  launched  himself  in 
literature.  For  many  years  he  furnished  tragedies  to  the  stage, 
and  criticised  the  literary  work  of  others  with  a  singular  mixture  of 
acuteness,  pedantry,  and  ill-temper.  He  was  converted  from 
RepubUcanism  by  an  imprisonment  during  the  Terror,  and  became 
a  violent  conservative  and  defender  of  orthodoxy.  He  died  in 
1803.  His  principal  critical  work  is  his  Court  de  LiWrature, 
which  was  the  work  chiefly  of  his  later  days.  La  Harpe  had  very 
considerable  talent,  which  was  however  warped  by  the  false  and 
narrow  system  of  criticism  he  adopted,  and  by  his  personal  ill- 
temper  and  overbearing  disposition.  He  is  even  more  than 
Boileau  the  type  of  the  schoolmaster-critic,  who  marks  passages 
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for  correction  according  to  cut-and-dried  rules  instead  of  at- 
tempting to  judge  the  author  according  to  his  own  standard.  Yet, 
if  he  is  the  most  typical  example  of  the  school,  he  is  also  perhaps 
the  best.  In  dealing  with  authors  of  his  own  century,  he  is 
especially  worthy  of  attention,  because  for  the  most  part  they 
themselves  had  before  them  the  standards  which  be  used,  and  his 
method  is  therefore  relevant  as  far  as  it  goes.  La  Harpe  vrote 
well  in  the  feshion  of  his  day. 

With  Duclos,  Marmontel,  and  La  Harpe,  Thomas  is  usually 

m^^^^  named.  This  writer,  like  others  of  our  present  sub- 
jects, was  chiefly  a  composer  of  academic  Ahges, 
M/moires,  Discours,  and  the  like.  He  also  wrote  a  book  on  Let 
Femmtt,  a  subject  which  he  treated,  as  he  did  most  things,  with 
seriousness,  and  with  a  mixture  of  dcclamalion  and  sentimentality. 
His  bterary  value  is  but  small. 

Of  the  definitely  ordiodox  party  only  two  names  need  be  men- 
Orthodoz  tioned,  that  of  the  Abb^  Gu^n^,  who  devoted  hims^U 
ApoiogiaU.  to  exposing  Voltaire's  numerous  slips  in  erndidon  in 
his  Lttlrtt  ie  Quilques  Jui/s,  and  that  of  the  Abb^  Bergier,  who  is 
chiefly  noteworthy  as  having  held  the  singular  post  of  official  refuter 
of  the  Encyclopedists,  in  virtue  of  which  appointment  he  received 
two  thousand  livres  per  annum  from  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
clei^y  for  sixteen  years.  He  wrote  vrith  assiduity,  but  was  not 
read,  and  three  years  before  the  Revolution  he  lost  his  annoity, 
which  the  Assembly  struck  off.  Bergier  was  a  man  of  learning, 
industry,  and  good  faith,  but  unfortunately  he  did  not  possess 
sufficient  literary  talent  to  execute  the  task  entrusted  to  him.  The 
Abb^  Gu^n^,  on  the  contrary,  was  a  fair  match  even  for  Voltaire, 
but  he  did  not  attempt,  perhaps  it  was  too  early  to  attempt,  any- 
thing more  than  skirmishing. 

A  bitter  personal  opponent  of  La  Harpe,  and  a  famous  man  in 
g^  literary  history,  was  Fr^ron.  EUe  Catherine  Frdron 
was  born  at  Quimper  in  Britanny  in  17 19,  and  was 
educated  by  the  Jesuits.  He  began  a  critical  journal  when  he  was 
only  seven-and-twenty,  under  die  title  (not  so  strange  then  as  now) 
of  Letlres  de  Madam*  la  Comiesse  dt .  .  . .  But  he  had  already  con- 
tributed to  the  ObservatioM  sad,  Jugements  of  Desfontaines.     The 
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Littres  were  suppressed  in  1 749,  but  continued  under  another  title, 
and  at  last,  in  1754,  became  the  celebrated  Antt^e  Litt/raire,  which 
for  twenty  years  was  full  of  gall  and  wormwood  for  Voltaire  and  all 
his  partisans.  Voltaire  was  never  slow  to  retaliate  in  such  matters, 
and  his  retorts .  culminated  in  the  play  of  L'£cossaise,  in  which 
Fr^ron  was  caricatured  under  the  tide  Fr^lon  (hornet).  Every 
effort  was  made  by  the  Encyclopaedists  (who  were  not  in  the  least 
tolerant  in  practice)  to  procure  the  suppression  of  the  Ann/e.  But 
Fr^ron  had  solid  supports  in  high  places  and  held  on  gallantly.  It 
is  said  that  his  death,  in  1776,  was  caused  by  a  report  that  the  sup- 
pression had  been  at  last  obtained.  He  certainly  suffered  both 
from  gout  and  from  heart  disease,  complaints  not  unlikely  to 
make  a  sudden  shock  fatal.  Fr^on,  like  his  English  prototype 
John  Dennis,  has  had  the  disadvantage  that  his  adversaries  were 
numerous,  witty,  not  too  scrupulous,  and  on  the  winning  side. 
His  personal  character  seems  to  have  been  none  of  the  most 
amiable.  But  he  was  more  frequently  right  than  wrong  in  his 
criticisms  on  detached  points,  and  his  literary  standards  were  de- 
cidedly higher  and  better  than  those  of  his  enemies.  He  had 
moreover  abundant  wit  and  an  imperturbable  temper,  which 
enabled  him  to  turn  the  laugh  against  Voltaire  in  his  criticism 
of  the  first  representation  of  L'£^oisaise  itself. 

Two  other  adversaries  of  Voltaire  who  deserve  notice  as  literary 
critics  were  the  Abb^  Desfontaines  (already  mentioned)  and  Palissot. 
Desfontaines  was  a  man  of  doubtful  character ;  but  it  is  not  certain 
that  he  was  in  the  wrong  in  the  dispute  which  changed  htm  from  a 
friend  into  an  enemy  of  Voltaire,  and,  like  Fr^ron,  he  very  fre- 
quently hit  blots  both  in  the  patriarch's  works  and  in  those  of  his 
disciples.  Palissot  was  the  author  of  a  play  called  Les  Philosophes, 
an  &cossaise  on  the  other  side,  in  which  Rousseau,  Diderot,  and 
others  were  outrageously  ridiculed.  There  was  no  great  merit 
in  this,  but  Palissot  was  not  a  bad  critic  in  some  ways,  and 
his  notes  on  French  classics,  especially  Corneille,  frequently 
show  much  greater  taste  than  those  of  >most  contemporaiy  anno- 
tators. 

The  leaders  of  the  philosophis  themselves  gave  considerable 

attention  to  criticism.      Voltaire  wrote   this,  as  ke  wrote  every- 
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ihing,  his  principal  critical  work  being  his  Commentary  on 
Comeille,  in  which  the  constraint  of  general  dramatic  and  poetic 
theory  which  the  critic  imposes  on  himself,  and  the  merely  con- 
ventional opinions  in  which  he  too  often  indulges,  do  not  interfere 
with  much  acute  criticism  on  points  of  detaiL  D'Alembert  dis- 
FiiilDH<9he  tinguished  himself  by  his  extraordinarily  careful  and 
Oritieinn.  polished  £logit,  or  obituary  notices,  which  rem^n 
D'Alembert,  among  the  finest  examples  of  critical  appreciation 
Diderot.  Qf  ^  ^^^^  ^jjj  jjj  ^  j-^yi^j  jjj  literature.  jUthough 
he  did  not  definitely  attempt  a  new  theory  of  criticism,  D'Alembert's 
vigorous  intellect  and  unbiassed  judgment  enabled  him  to  estimate 
authors  so  different  as  (for  instance)  Massillon  and  Marivaux  with 
singular  felicity.  But  the  greatest  of  the  Encyclopedists  in  this 
respect  was  unquestionably  Diderot  While  his  contemporaries, 
bent  on  innovation  in  politics  and  religion,  accepted  without  doubt 
or  complaint  the  narrowest,  most  conventional,  and  most  un- 
natural system  of  literary  criticism  ever  known,  he,  in  his  hurried 
and  haphazard  but  masterly  way,  practically  anticipated  the  views 
and  even  many  of  the  iieia  of  the  Romantic  school.  Most  of 
Xiea  Feniiiei  Diderof  s  criticisms  were  written  for  Grimm's '  Leaves,' 
de  arlmin.  y^hich  thus  acquired  a  value  entirely  different  from 
and  far  superior  to  any  that  their  nominal  author  could  give  them. 
Some  of  these  short  notices  of  current  literature  are  among  the 
finest  examples  of  the  review  properly  so  called,  though  in  point 
of  mere  literary  style  and  expression  they  constantly  suffer  from 
Diderof  s  hurried  way  of  setting  down  the  first  thing  that  came  into 
his  head  in  the  first  words  that  presented  themselves  to  clothe  it. 
But  everywhere  there  is  to  be  perceived  the  cardinal  principle  of 
sound  criticism — that  a  book  is  to  be  judged,  not  according  to 
arbitrary  rules  laid  down  ex  calhedra  for  the  class  of  books  to 
which  it  is  supposed  to  belong,  but  according  to  the  scheme  of  its 
author  in  the  first  place,  and  in  the  second  to  the  general  laws  of 
aesthetics;  a  science  which,  if  the  Germans  named  it,  Diderot,  by 
their  own  confession,  did  much  to  create.  Even  more  remarkable 
Diderot'*  in  this  respect  than  his  book-criticisms  are  \asSaiom, 
Salons.  criticisms  of  the  biennial  exhibitions  of  pictures  in 
''aris.  also  written  for  Grimm.     There  are  nine  of  these,  ranging 
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over  a  period  of  twenty-two  years,  and  they  have  served  as  models 
for  more  than  a  century.  Diderot  did  not  adopt  the  old  plan  (as 
old  as  the  Greeks)  of  mere  description,  more  or  less  elaborate,  of 
the  picture,  nor  the  plan  of  dilating  on  its  merely  technical  cha- 
racteristics, though,  assisted  by  artist  friends,  he  managed  (o 
introduce  a  fair  amount  of  technicalities  into  his  writing.  His 
method  is  to  take  in  the  impression  produced  by  the  painting  on 
his  mind,  and  to  reproduce  it  with  the  associations' and  suggestions 
it  has  supplied.  Thus  his  criticisms  are  often  extremely  discursive, 
and  some  of  his  most  valuable  reflections  on  matters  His  OeneTal 
at  Brst  sight  quite  remote  from  the  fine  arts  occur  in  Critioiam. 
these  Salons.  Of  drama  Diderot  had  a  formal  theory  which  he 
illustrated  by  examples  not  quite  so  happy  as  his  precept!.  This 
theory  involved  the  practical  substitution  of  what  is  called  in  French 
drame  for  the  conventional  tragedy  and  comedy,  and  it  brought 
the  French  theatre  (or  would  have  brought  it  if  it  had  been  adopted, 
which  it  was  not  until  1830)  much  nearer  to  the  English  than 
it  iiad  been.  Diderot  was  moreover  an  enthusiastic  admirer  of 
English  novels,  and  especially  of  Richardson  and  Sterne,  partly 
no  doubt  because  the  sentimentalism  which  characterised  them 
coincided  with  his  own  sensibility,  but  also  (it  is  fair  to  believe) 
because  of  their  freedom  from  the  artificiality  and  the  strict  ob- 
servance of  models  which  pervaded  all  branches  of  literature  in 
France.  Of  poetry  proper  we  have  little  formal  criticism  from 
Diderot.  His  own  verses  are  few,  and  of  no  merit,  nor  was  the 
poetry  of  the  time  at  all  calculated  to  excite  any  enthusiasm  in 
him.  But  the  lesthetic  tendency  which  in  other  ways  ha  expressed, 
and  which  he  was  the  first  to  express,  was  that  which,  some  forty 
years  after  his  death,  brought  about  the  revival  of  poetry  in  France, 
through  recurrence  to  nature,  passion,  [ruth,  vividness,  and  variety 
of  sentiment. 

So  long  as  the  old  rigime  lasted  journalism  was  naturally  in  a 
condidon  of  suppression,  but  from  the  beginning  of  the  Revolution 
it  assumed  at  once  an  important  position  in  the  state,  ij-ewap»DerB 
and  a.  position  still  more  important  as  a  nursery  of  oCllioBeTo- 
rising  men  of  letters.  At  the  time  of  the  outbreak  only  intioa- 
two  papers  of  importance  existed,  the  already  mentioned  Gastttt 
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lit  France,  and  the  Journal  de  Paris,  in  which  Garat,  Andr^  Ch^nier, 
Roucber,  and  many  other  men  of  distinction,  won  their  spurs. 
1J89,  however,  saw  the  birth  of  numerous  sheets,  some  of  which 
continued  ahnost  till  our  own  days.  The  most  important  was  the 
Gazelle  Nationale  or  Montimr  Universil,  in  which  not  merely  Garat 
and  La  Harpe,  but  Ginguen^,  a  literary  critic  of  talent  and  a  repub- 
Ucan  of  moderate  principles,  together  with  the  future  historian 
Lacretelle,  and  the  comic  poet,  fabulist,  and  critic  Andrieux,  took 
part.  Rivarol,  Champcenelz,  and  Pelletier  conducted  the  Royalist 
Acles  dis  ApStres,  Marat  started  his  uhra-republican  Ami  du  Peuple, 
Camille  Desnloulins  the  Courier  de  Brabant,  Durozoy  ihe  Gazette 
de  Paris.  Barrfere  and  Louvet,  both  notorious,  if  not  famous  names, 
launched  for  the  first  time  a  paper  with  a  title  destined  to  fortane, 
Le  Journal  des  lUbati*;  and  Camille  Desmoulins  changed  his  oddly- 
named  journal  into  one  named  more  oddly  still,  Les  R^olutions  de 
France  et  de  Brabant.  All  these,  and  more,  were  the  growth  of  the 
single  year  1789.  ThenextsawtheavowedlyRoyalistv^ffliVv^oi'of 
Royou,  the  atrocious  Pire  Duch/ne  of  Hubert,  the  cumbrously-named 
Journal  des  Amis  de  la  Comtitution,  on  which  Fontanes,  Clermont- 
Tonnerre,  and  other  future  Bonapartists  and  Constitutionalists 
worked.  In  1791  no  paper  of  importance,  except  the  short-lived 
Girondist  Chronique  du  Mots,  appeared.  In  the  next  year  many 
Tenorist  prints  of  no  literary  merit  were  started,  and  one,  entitled 
Notevelles  Politiques,  to  which  the  veterans  Suard  and  Morellet, 
with  Guizot,  a  novice  of  the  time  to  come,  Lacretelle,  Dupont  de 
Nemours,  and  others,  were  contributors.  In  the  later  years  of  the  re- 
volutionary period,  theonly  important  newspaper  was  what  was  first 
called  ^Journal  de  r  Empire,  and  at  the  end  of  Napoleon's  reign 
•Ax  Journal  des  DSats,  on  which  Fi^v^e,  Geoffroy,  and  many  other 
writers  of  talent  worked.  In  the  early  daysof  these  various  journals 
political  interests  naturally  engrossed  them.  But  by  degrees  the 
importance  of  criticism  grew,  and  under  the  Restoration  came 
the  ConservattuT  LitUraire  and  the  Globe,  in  the  former  of  which 
Victor  Hugo  was  introduced  to  the  public,  and  in  the  latter  Sainte- 
Beuve.     This  sudden  uprise  of  journalism  produced  a  remark- 
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able  change  in  the  conditions  of  literary  work,  and  offered  chances 
to  nmny  who  would  previously  have  been  dependent  on  individual  - 
patronage.      But  so  far  as  regards  literature,  properly  so  called, 
all  its  resuhs  which  were  worth  anything  appeared  subsequently 
in  books,  and  there  is  therefore  no  need  to  refer  otherwise  than 
cursorily  to  the  phenomenon  of  its  development   Put 
very  briefly,  the  influence  of  journalism  on  literature  ^^^^, 
may  be  said  to  be  this :  it  opens  the  way  to  those  to      naiism. 
whom  it  might  otherwise  be  closed;    it  facilitates 
the  destruction  of  enoneous  prindples;   it  assists  production; 
and  it  interferes  with  labour  and  care  spent  over  the  thing  pro- 
duced 

From  the  crowd  of  clever  writers  whom  this  outburst  of  journal' 
ism  found  ready  to  draw  their  pens  in  one  service  or  the  other, 
two  names  emerge  as  pre-eminently  remarkable.  Garat  and 
Champcenetz  were  men  of  wit  and  ingenuity,  Andr^  Ch^nier  was 
a  great  poet,  and  his  brother,  Marie  Joseph,  a  man  of  good 
literary  taste  and  master  of  an  elegant  style,  Lacretelle  a  pains- 
taking historian,  and  many  others  worthy  of  note  in  their  way. 
But  Chamfort  and  Rivarol  deserve  a  different  kind  rnujnioit. 
of  notice  from  this.  They  united  in  a  remarkable 
fashion  the  pecoUarities  of  the  man  of  letters  of  the  eighteenth 
century  with  the  peculiarities  of  the  man  of  letters  of  the  nineteenth, 
and  their  individual  merit  was,  though  different  and  complemen- 
tary, almost  unique.  Chamfort  was  twm  in  Auvergne,  in  1741. 
He  was  the  natural  son  of  a  person  who  occupied  the  position  of 
companion,  and  legally  possessed  nothing  but  his  baptismal  name 
of  Nicholas.  Like  his  rival,  La  Harpe,  he  obtained  an  exhibition  at 
one  of  the  Paris  colleges,  and  distinguished  himself.  After  leaving 
school  he  lived  for  a  time  by  miscellaneous  literature,  and  at  last 
made  his  way  to  society  and  to  literary  success  by  dint  of  com- 
peting for  and  winning  academic  prizes.  On  the  second  occasion 
of  his  competition  he  defeated  La  Harpe.  Afterwards  Madame 
Helv^tius  assisted  him,  and  at  last  he  received  from  Chatianon  (a 
third-rate  man  of  letters,  who  may  be  most  honourably  mentioned 
here)  a  small  annuity  which  made  him  independent.  It  is  said 
that  he  married,  and  that  his  wife  died  six  months  afterwards.    He 
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was  elected  la  the  Academy,  and  patronised  by  all  sorts  of  persons, 
from  the  queen  downwards.  But  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Revolution 
he  look  the  popular  side,  though  he  could  not  continue  long  faith- 
ful to  it.  In  the  Terror  he  was  menaced  with  arrest,  tried  to  commit 
suicide,  and  died  honibly  mutilated  in  1794.  Chamfort's  literary 
works  are  considerable  in  bulk,  but  only  a  few  of  them  have  merit 
His  tragedies  are  quite  worthless,  his  comedy.  La  Jiuru  Indieime, 
not  much  better.  His  verse  tales  exceed  in  licentiousness  his 
models  in  La  Fontaine,  but  fall  far  short  of  them  in  elegance  and 
humour.  His  acadamic  essays  are  heavy  and  scarcely  intelligent. 
But  his  brief  witticisms  and  his  short  anecdotes  and  apophthegms 
hardly  admit  a  rival  Chamfort  was  a  man  soured  by  his  want  of 
birth,  health,  and  position,  and  spoilt  in  mental  development  by  the 
necessity  of  hanging  on  to  the  great  persons  of  his  time.  But  for 
a  kind  of  tragi-comic  satire,  a  satva  tkdignalio,  taking  the  form 
of  contempt  of  all  that  is  exalted  and  noble,  he  has  no  equal  in 
literature  except  Swift. 

The  life  of  Rivarol  was  also  an  adventurous  one,  but  much  less 
sombre.  He  was  bom  about  1750,  of  a  family  which  seems  to 
have  had  noble  connections,  but  which,  in  his  branch 
of  it,  had  descended  to  innkeeping'.  Indeed  it  is  said 
that  Riverot,  and  not  Rivarol,  was  the  name  which  his  father  actu- 
ally bore.  He  himself,  however,  iirst  assumed  the  title  of  Chevalier 
de  Parcieux,  and  then  that  of  Comte  de  Rivarol.  The  way  to  literary 
disCikction  in  those  days  was  either  the  theatre  or  criticism,  and 
Rivarol,  who  appears  to  have  had  no  theatrical  taste  or  talent, 
chose  the  latter.  His  translation  (with  essay  and  notes)  of 
Dante  is  an  extraordinarily  clever  book,  and  so  is  his  discourse  on 
the  universality  of  the  French  tongue.  It  was  not,  however,  in 
mere  criticism  that  Rivarol's  forte  lay,  though  he  long  afterwards 
continued  to  exhibit  his  acuteness  in  it.  In  1788  he  excited  the 
laughter  of  all  Paris,  and  the  intense  hatred  of  the  hack-writers  of  his 
time,  by  publishing,  in  conjunction  with  Champcenetz,  an  Almanack 
de  not  Grands  Hommts,  in  which  he  caricatures  his  smaller  con- 

'  It  should  jieihaps  be  said  Ihat  a  modtm  and  very  competent  editor  ot 
Kivuol,  the  Ute  M.  de  Lescure,  made  a  ttiong  case  for  the  geaaincDes)  of  at 
AeasI  some  of  Rivarol't  pieteusioDt. 


Ch.  v.]  Essayists,  Minor  Moralists.  Critics.  439 

temporaries  in  the  most  pitiless  manner.  When  the  Revolution 
broke  out  Rlvarol  took  the  Royalist  side,  and  contributed  freely  to 
its  journals.  He  soon  found  it  necessary  to  leave  the  country,  and 
lived  for  ten  years  in  Brussels,  London,  Hamburg,  and  Berlin, 
publishing  occasionally  pamphlets  and  miscellaneous  works.  He 
died  at  the  Prussian  capital  in  1801,  Not  only  has  Rivarol  a 
considerable  claim  as  a  critic,  and  a  very  high  position  as  a 
political  pamphleteer,  but  he  is  as  much  the  master  of  the  prose 
epigram  as  Chamfort  is  of  the  short  anecdote.  Following  the  ex- 
ample of  his  predecessors,  he  put  many  of  his  best  things  in  a 
treatise,  Se  fHomtnt  Intelltctuel  ei  Moral,  which,  as  a  whole,  is 
very  dull  and  unsatisfactory,  though  it  is  lighted  up  by  occasional 
flashes  of  the  most  brilliant  wit  His  detached  sayings,  which  are 
not  so  much  Pens/es  or  maxims  as  conversational  good  things,  are 
among  the  most  sparkling  in  literature,  and,  with  Chamfort'a,  occupy 
a  position  which  they  keep  almost  entirely  to  themselves.  It  has 
been  said  of  him  and  of  Chamfort  (who,  being  of  similar  talents 
and  on  opposite  sides,  were  naturally  bitter  foes)  that  they  '  knew 
men,  but  only  from  the  outside,  and  from  certain  limited  superfi- 
cial and  accidental  points  of  view.  They  knew  books,  too,  but  their 
knowledge  was  circumscribed  by  the  fashions  of  a  time  which  was 
not  favourable  to  impartial  literary  appreciation.  Hence  their  anec- 
dotes are  personal  rather  than  general,  rather  amusing  than  in- 
■  slructive,  rather  showing  the  acuteness  and  ingenuity  of  the  authors 
than' able  to  throw  light  on  the  subjects  dealt  with.  But  as  mere 
tale-tellers  and  sayers  of  sharp  things  they  have  few  rivals.'  It 
may  be  added  that  they  complete  and  sum  up  the  merits  and 
defects  of  the  French  society  of  the  eighteenth  century,  and 
that,  in  so  far  as  literamre  can  do  this,  the  small  extent  of ' 
their  selected  works  furnishes  a  complete  comment  on  that 
society. 

Contemporary  with  these  two  writers,  though,  from  the  post- 
humous publication  of  his  works  years  after  the  end  of  his  long 
life,  he  seems  in  a  manner  a  contemporary  of  our 
own,  was  Joseph  Joubert,  the  last  great  Fens/a-vrnteT 
of  France  and  of  Europe.     Joubert's  birthplace  was  Montignac,  in 
Perigord,  and  the  date  ot  his  birth  1754,  three  years  after  that  ot 
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Rivarol,  and  about  twelve  after  that  of  Cbamfort,  He  was  educated 
at  Toulouse,  where,  without  taking,  regular  orders,  he  joined  the 
Frferes  de  la  Doctrine  Chr^tienne,  a  teaching  community,  and  studied 
and  taught  till  he  was  twenty-two  years  old.  Then  his  health  being, 
as  it  was  all  through  his  life,  weak,  he  returned  hotne,  and  succeed- 
ing before  long  to  a  small  but  sufficient  fortune,  he  went  to  Paris. 
Here  he  became  intimate  with  the  second  philosophe  generation 
(La  Harpe,  Marmontel,  etc.),  and  is  said  to  have  for  a  time  been 
an  enthusiastic  hearer  of  Diderot,  the  most  splendid  talker  of  that 
or  any  age.  But  Joubert's  ideals  and  method  of  thought  were  radi- 
cally different  from  those  of  the  Pfulosophes,  and  he  soon  sought 
more  congenial  literary  companions,  of  whom  the  chief  were  Fon- 
tanes  and  Ch6ncdoll^,  while  he  found  his  natural  home  in  the 
salon  of  two  ladies  of  rank  and  cultivation,  Madame  de  Beaumont 
and  Madame  de  Vintimille.  Before  long  he  married  and  established 
himself  in  Paris  with  a  choice  library,  into  which,  it  is  said,  no 
eighteenth -century  writer  was  admitted.  His  health  became  worse 
and  worse,  yet  he  lived  to  the  age  of  seventy,  dying  in  1824. 
Fourteen  years  afterwards  Chateaubriand,  at  the  request  of  his 
widow,  edited  a  selection  of  his  remains,  and  four  years  later  still 
bis  nephew,  M.  de  Raynal,  produced  a  fuller  edition. 

joubert's  works  consist  (with  the  exception  of  a  few  letters) 
exclusively  of  Pem/es  and  maxims,  which  rank  in  point  of  depth 
and  of  exquisite  literary  expression  with  those  of  La  Rochefoucauld, 
and  in  point  of  range  above  them.  They  are  even  wider  in  this 
respect  than  those  of  Vauvenargues,  which  they  also  much  re- 
semble. Ethics,  politics,  theology,  literature,  all  occupy  Joubert. 
In  politics  he  is,  as  may  be  perhaps  expected  from  his  time  and 
■  circumstances,  decidedly  anti- revolutionary.  In  theology,  without 
being  exactly  orthodox  according  to  any  published  scheme  of 
orthodoxy,  Joubert  is  definitely  Christian.  In  ethics  he  holds  a 
middle  place  between  the  unsparing  hardness  of  the  self-interest 
school  and  the  somewhat  gushing  manner  of  the  sentimentalists. 
But  his  literary  thoughts  are  perhaps  (he  most  noteworthy,  not 
merely  from  our  present  point  of  view.  All  alike  have  the  charac- 
teristic of  intense  compression  (he  described  his  literary  aim  in  the 
phrase  'tormented  by  the  ambition  of  putting  a  book  in  a  page,  a. 
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page  into  a  phrase,  and  a  phrase  into  a  word'),  while  all  have  the 
same  lucidity  and  freedom  from  enigma.  All  are  alike  polished  in 
fonn  and  style  according  to  the  best  models  of  the  seventeenth 
century ;  but  whereas  study  and  reflection  might  have  been  sufficient 
to  give  Joubert  the  material  of  his  other  thoughts,  the  wide  diSei- 
ence  between  his  literary  judgments  and  those  of  his  time  is  less 
easily  explicable.  No  finer  criticism  on  style  and  on  poetry  in  the 
abstract  exists  than  his,  and  yet  his  reading  of  poetry  cannot  have 
tieen  very  extensive.  He  is  even  just  to  the  writers  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  whose  manner  he  disliked,  and  whose  society  he  had 
abjured.  He  beems,  indeed,  to  have  had  almost  a  perfect  faculty 
of  literary  appreciation,  and  wherever  his  sayings  startle  the  reader 
it  will  generally  be  found  that  there  is  a  sufficient  explanation 
beneath.  There  is  probably  no  writer  in  any  language  who  has 
snid  an  equal  number  of  remarkable  things  on  an  equal  variety 
of  subjects  in  an  equally  small  space,  and  with  an  equally  high  and 
unbroken  excellence  of  style  and  expres^on.  This  is  the  intrinnc 
worth  of  Joubert.  In  literary  history  he  has  yet  another  interest, 
that  of  showing  in  the  person  of  a  man  living  out  of  the  literary 
«orld,  and  far  removed  from  the  operation  of  cliques,  the  pro- 
cess which  was  inevitably  bringing  aboutjthe  great  revolution  of 
1830- 

Like  Joubert,  Paul  Louis  Courier  had  a  great  dislike  and  even 
contempt  for  the  authors  of  the  eighteenth  century,  but  caari 
curiously  enough  this  dislike  did  not  in  the  least  affect  ' 
his  theological  or  political  opinions.  He  was  born  at  Paris,  in  I'^'^s, 
being  the  son  of  a  wealthy  man  of  the  middle  class.  His  youth  was 
passed  in  the  country,  and  he  early  displayed  a  great  liking  for 
classical  study.  As  a  compromise  between  business,  which  he  hated, 
and  literature,  of  which  his  father  would  not  hear,  he  entered  the 
army  in  i  J91.  He  served  on  the  Rhine,  and  not  long  after  joining 
,  broke  his  leave  in  a  manner  rather  unpleasantly  resembling  de- 
sertion. His  friends  succeeded  in  saving  him  from  the  conse- 
quences of  this  imprudence,  and  he  served  until  Wagram,  when 
he  finally  left  the  army,  again  in  very  odd  circumstances.  He  then 
lived  in  Italy  (where  his  passion  for  the  classics  led  him  into  an 
absurd  dispute  about  an  alleged  injury  he  had  caused  to  a  manuscript 
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or  Longus)  until  the  fali  of  the  Empire.  When  he  was  forty- 
five  years  old  he  was  known  in  literature  only  as  a  translator  of 
classics,  remarkable  for  scholarship  and  for  careful  modelling  of  his 
style  upon  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries,  rather  than 
upon  the  eighteenth.  Although  he  had  hitherto  taken  little  active 
part  in  politics,  the  so-called  '  ideas  of  89 '  had  sunk  deeply  into 
him.  Impelled,  not  by  any  wide  views  on  the  future  of  the  nation, 
but  apparently  by  the  mere  hourgeois  hatred  of  titles,  old  descent, 
and  the  other  privileges  of  the  aristocracy,  he  began  a  series  of 
pamphlets  to  the  success  of  which  there  is  no  rival  except  that 
of  the  Letters  of  Junius,  while  Junius  falls  far  short  of  Courier  in 
intrinsic  literary  merit.  There  are,  indeed,  few  authors  whose 
merit  resides  so  wholly  in  their  style  and  power  of  expression  as 
Courier's,  His  thought  is  narrow  in  the  extreme ;  even  where  its 
conclusions  are  just  it  rests  on  the  jealousies  of  the  typical 
bourgeois.  But  in  irony  of  the  controversial  kind  he  has,  with  the 
exception  of  Pascal  and  Swift,  no  superior.  He  began  by  a  P/lilion 
aux  Deux  Chambres.  Then  he  contributed  a  series  of  letters  to 
Le  Censeur,  a  reform  journal ;  then  he  published  various  pamphlets, 
usually  signed  '  Paul  Louis,  Vigneron,'  and  ostensibly  addressed  to 
his  neighbours  and  fellow  villagers.  He  had  established  himself 
on  a  small  estate  in  Touraine,  which  he  farmed  himself.  But  he 
was  much  in  Paris,  and  his  political  writings  made  him  acquainted 
with  the  prison  of  Sainte  P^lagie.  His  death,  in  April  1825,  was 
singular,  and  at  first  m)*sierious.  He  was  shot,  the  murderer 
escaping.  It  was  suspected  to  be  one  of  his  own  servants,  to 
whom  he  was  a  harsh  and  unpopular  master,  and  the  suspicion  was 
confirmed  some  years  afterwards  by  the  confession  of  a  game- 
keeper. His  Simple  Discours  against  the  presentation  of  Chambord 
to  the  Due  de  Bordeaux,  his  Livrel  de  Paul  Louis,  his  Pamphlet  des 
Pamphlets,  arc  all  models  of  their  kind.  Nowhere  is  the  peculiar 
quality  which  is  called  in  French  narquois  displayed  with  more  con- 
summate skill.  The  language  is  at  once  perfectly  simple  and  of 
the  utmost  literary  polish,  the  arguments,  whether  good  or  bad, 
always  tellingly  expressed.  But  perhaps  he  has  written  nothing 
better  than  the  Leitre  i  M.  Rmouard,  in  which  he  discusses  the 
mishap  with  the  manuscript    o**  Longus,  and  the  letter   to    the 
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Acadimie  dis  Inscriptions  on  their  refusal  lo  elect  him.  The  style 
of  Courier  is  almost  unique,  and  its  merits  are  onJy  denied  by 
those  who  do  not  possess  the  necessary  organ  for  appreciating  it 

This  chapter  may  perhaps  be  most  appropriately  concluded  by 
the  notice  of  a  singular  writer  wba,  although  longer  Uved,  was 
contemporary  with  Courier.  Etienne  Pivert  de  S^nancour  may 
be  treated  almost  indifferently  as  a  moral  essayist, 
or  as  a  producer  of  the  peculiar  kind  of  faintly 
narrative  and  strongly  ethical  work  which  Rousseau  had  made 
fashionable.  The  infusion  of  narrative  in  his  principal  and  indeed 
only  remarkable  work,  Obervhia»,  is  however  so  slight,  that  he 
will  come  in  best  here,  though  in  his  old  age  he  wrote  a  pro- 
fessed novel,  Isabella.  S^nancour  was  born  in  1770,  his  father 
being  a  man  of  position  and  fortune,  who  lost  both  af  the  Revo- 
lution. The  son  was  destined  for  the  Church,  but  ran  away  and 
spent  a  considerable  time  in  Switzerland,  where  he  married,  re- 
turning to  France  towards  the  end  of  the  century.  He  then 
published  divers  curious  works  of  half-sentimental,  half-speculative 
reflection,  by  far  the  most  important  of  which,  Obermann,  appeared 
in  1804.  Then  S^nancour  had  to  take  to  literary  hack-work  for 
a  subsistence ;  but  in  his  later  years  Villemain  and  Thiers  procured 
pensions  for  him,  and  he  was  relieved  from  want.  He  died  in 
1846.  Obermann  has  not  been  ill  described  by  George  Sand  as  a 
^ewifwilh  a  difference;  Chateaubriand's  melancholy  hero  feeling 
that  he  could  do  anything  if  he  would  but  has  no  spirit  for  any 
task,  Sdnancour's  that  he  is  unequal  to  his  own  aspirations.  No 
brief  epigram  of  this  kind  can  ever  fully  describe  a  book ;  but  this, 
though  inadequate,  is  not  incorrect  so  far  as  it  goes.  The  book 
is  a  series  of  letters,  in  which  the  supposed  writer  delivers 
melancholy  reflections  on  all  manner  of  themes,  especially  moral 
problems  and  natural  beauty.  S^nancour  was  in  a  certain  sense 
a  Philosophe,  in  so  far  that  he  was  dogmatically  unorthodox  and 
discarded  conventional  ideas  as  to  moral  conduct ;  but  he  is  much 
nearer  Rousseau  than  Diderot;  Indeed,  he  sometimes  seems  to  the 
reader  litde  more  than  an  echo  of  the  former,  until  his  more  dis- 
tinctly modem  characteristics  (characteristics  which  were  not  fully 
or  generally  felt  or  reproduced  till  the  visionary  and  discouraged 
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generation  of  1820-1850)  reappear.  It  is  perhaps  not  unfair  to  say 
that  the  pleasure  with  which  this  generation  recognised  ils  own 
sentiments  in  Obermann  gave  rise  to  a  traditional  estimate  of  the 
literary  value  of  that  book  which  is  a  little  exaggerated-  Vet  it 
has  considerable  merit,  especially  in  the  simplicity  and  directness 
with  which  expression  is  given  to  a  class  of  sentiments  very  likely 
to.lind  vent  in  language  either  extravagant  or  affected.  Its  form 
is  that  of  a  series  of  letters,  dated  from  various  places,  but  chiefly 
from  a  solitary  valley  in  the  Alps  in  which  the  hero  lives, 
meditates,  and  pursues  the  occupations  of  husbandry  on  his  small 
estate '. 

'  NiU.—H  may  perh«ps  seem  a  Utile  mrprisinE  that  nolhing  has  been  tiid 
in  thii  chapler  of  the  eralars  of  the  Revolution.  I  cannot,  however,  albeit 
autboriliei  entitled  to  respect  think  diffeiently,  conaider  them.as  anything  but 
cnriodtia  of  Ijtetalure— and  of  its  very  ontskirts— Ihongh  their  hiBtorical 
importance  Is  of  course  undeniable.  And,  unlike  the  journalists  who  have  been 
noticed  ia  the  text,  Ihey  contributed  no  one— unlesi  Miiabeau  snd  the  person 
named  Louvet  be  perhaps  excepted — who  was  more  than  an  orator.  But  any 
one  who  U  interested  in  the  subject  will  find  it  illustrated  fully  in  Mr.  H.  Moise 
Stephens'  Oralert  ef  the  Frtnch  Revdutiim  (a  vols.,  Oxford,  iS^j),  which 
contains  a  large  body  of  texts  from  Mirabeau  downwaids, 
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CHAPTER   VL 

PHILOSOPHERS. 

The  entire  literary  and  intellectual  movement  of  the  eighteenth 
century  is  very  often  called  the  philotopht  movement,  and  the 
writers  who  look  part  in  it  lit  philosephis.  The  .^^  phiio- 
word  'philosopher'  is,  however,  here  used  in  a  sense  sophBmove- 
widely  different  from  ita  proper  and  usual  one.  "*''*■ 
Phihiophie,  in  the  ordinary  language  of  the  middle  and  later 
seventeenth  century,  meant  simply  freethinking  on  questions  of 
religion.  This  freethinking,  of  which  Saint-Evreniond  was  the  most 
distinguished  representative,  involved  no  revolutionary  or  even  re- 
forming attitude  towards  politics  or  practical  affairs  of  any  kind. 
As  however  the  next  century  advanced,  the  character  of  French 
scepticism  became  altered.  Contact  with  English  Deism  gave 
form  and  precision  to  its  theological  or  anti-theological  side.  The 
reading  of  Locke  animated  it  against  Carte  siailtsm,  and  the  study 
of  English  politics  excited  it  against  the  irresponsible  despotism 
and  the  crushing  system  of  ecclesiastical  and  aristocratic  privilege 
which  made  almost  the  entire  burden  of  government  rest  on  the 
shoulders  least  able  to  bear  it.  French  '  philosophism '  then 
became  suddenly  militant  and  practical.  Toleration  and  liberty  of 
speculation  in  religicn,  constitutional  government  in  politics,  the 
equalisation  of  pressure  in  taxation,  and  the  removal  of  privilege, 
together  with  reform  in  legal  procedure,  were  the  objects  which 
it  had  most  at  heart.  In  merely  speculative  philosophy,  that  is 
to  say,  in  metaphysics,  it  was  much  less  active,  thohgh  it  had 
on  the  whole  a  tendency  towards  materialism,  and  by  a  curious 
accident  it  was  for  the  most  part  rigidly  conservative  in  literary 
criticism.  But  it  was  eager  in  the  cultivation  of  ethics  from  various 
points  of  view,  and  busy  in  the  study  both  of  the  philosophy  of 
history,  which  m^  be  said  to  date  from  that  period,  and  of  physical 
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science,  in  which  Newton  took  the  place  of  Locke  as  guide. 
The  almost  universal  presence  of  this  practical  and  reforming 
spirit  makes  it  not  by  any  means  so  easy  to  subdivide  the  branches 
of  literature,  as  is  the  case  in  the  seventeenth  centuty.  La  Bruy^re 
had  said,  in  the  days  of  acquiescence  in  absolutism,  that  to  a  French- 
man '  Les  grands  sujets  sent  d^fendus,'  meaning  thereby  theology 
and  politics.  The  general  spirit  of  the  eighteenth  century  was  a 
vigorous  denial  of  this,  and  an  eager  investigation  into  these  'grands 
sujets.'  This  spirit  made  its  appearance  in  the  most  unexpected 
quarters,  and  in  the  strangest  forms.  It  converted  (in  the  hands 
of  Voltaire)  the  stiffest  and  most  conventional  form  of  d^bia  ever 
known  into  a  pamphleL  It  insinuated  polemics  under  the  guise  of 
history,  and  made  the  ponderous  and  apparently  matter-of-fact  folios 
of  a  Dictionary  of  Arts  and  Manufactures  the  vehicles  of  arguments 
for  reform.  It  overflowed  into  every  department  of  literary  oc- 
cupation. Some  of  the  chief  prose  manifestations  of  this  spirit 
have  been  discussed  and  arranged  in  the  two  previous  chapters 
under  the  head  of  history  and  essay  writing.  The  rest  will  be 
dealt  with  here.  A  certain  distinction  of  form,  though  it  is  often 
rather  arbitrary  than  real,  renders  such  a  subdivision  possible, 
while  it  is  desirable  in  the  interest  of  clearness.  It  will  be  noticed 
that  while  the  attack  is  voluminous  and  manifold,  the  defence  is 
almost  unrepresented  in  literature.  This  is  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able facts  in  literary  history.  In  England,  from  which  the  philoiopht 
movement  borrowed  ao  much,  the  Deists  had  not  only  not  had  their 
own  way  in  the  literary  battle,  but  had  been  beaten  all  along  the  line 
by  the  superior  intellectual  and  literary  prowess  of  the  defenders 
of  orthodoxy.  The  case  in  France  went  otherwise  and  almost  by 
default.  The  only  defender  of  orthodoxy  whose  name  has  sur- 
vived in  literature — for  Fr^ron,  despite  his  power,  was  litdc  more 
than  a  literary  critic — is  the  Abb^  Gu^n^e.  In  so  singular  a  state 
was  the  church  of  France  that  scarcely  a  single  preacher  or  theo- 
logian, after  Massillon's  death  in  1742,  could  challenge  equality  with 
even  third-  or  fourth-rate  men  of  letters ;  while,  after  the  death  of 
the  Chancellor  d'Aguesseau  in  1751,  no  layman  of  eminence  can 
be  named  until  Joseph  de  Maistre,  nearly  half  a  centuiy  later, 
who  was  at  once  a  considerable  writer  and  a  declared  defender 
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of  religion.  Indeed  no  small  proportion  of  the  enemies  of  eccle- 
siasticism  were  actually  paid  and  privileged  members  of  the  Church 
itself.  Thus  little  opposition,  except  that  of  simple  vis  imrliat, 
was  offered  to  the  new  views  and  the  crusade  by  which  Ihey  were 
supported.  This  crusade,  however,  had  two  very  different  stages. 
The  first,  of  which  the  greatest  representatives  are  Montesquieu 
and  in  a  way  Voltaire  himself,  was  critical  and  reforming,  but  in  no 
way  revolutionary;  the  second,  of  whom  the  Encyclopaedists  are 
the  representatives,  was,  consciously  or  unconsciously,  bent  on  a 
complete  revolution.  We  shall  give  an  account  first  of  the  chief 
representatives  of  these  two  great  classes  of  the  general  movement, 
and  then  of  those  offshoots  or  schools  of  that  movement  which 
busied  themselves  with  the  special  subjects  of  economics,  ethics, 
and  metaphysics,  as  distinguished  from  general  politics. 

Charles  de  Secondat,  Baron  de  Montesquieu  et  de  la  Br^de,  was 
bom  at  the  chdUau,  which  gave  him  the  last-named  Hontea- 
title,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Bordeaux,  on  the  i8th  luie"- 
of  January,  1689.  His  family  was  not  of  the  oldest,  but  it  had, 
as  he  tells  us,  some  two  or  three  centuries  of  proved  ndkssi  to 
Isoast  of,  and  had  been  distinguished  in  the  law.  He  himself  was 
destined  for  that  profession,  and  after  a  youth  of  laborious  study 
became  councillor  of  the  parliament  Of  Bordeaux  in  1714,  and  in 
a  year  or  two  president.  In  1 7a  i  he  produced  the  Lellra  Persants, 
and  four  years  later  the  curious  little  prose  poem  called  the  Templt 
de  Gnide.  Some  objection  was  made  by  the  minister  Fleury,  who 
was  rigidly  orthodox,  to  the  satirical  tone  of  the  former  book  in 
ecclesiastical  matters,  but  Montesquieu  was  none  the  less  elected 
of  the  Academy  in  1728.  He  had  given  up  his  position  at  the 
Bordeaux  Pariement  a  few  years  before  this,  and  set  out  on  an 
extensive  course  of  travel,  noting  elaborately  the  manners,  customs, 
and  constitution  of  the  countries  through  which  he  passed.  Two 
years  of  this  time  were  spent  in  England,  for  which  country, 
politically  speaking,  he  conceived  a  great  admiration.  On  his 
return  to  France  he  lived  partly  in  Paris,  but  chiefly  at  his  estate 
of  La  BrMe,  taking  an  active  interest  in  its  management,  and  in 
the  various  occupations  of  a  country  gentleman,  but  also  working 
unceasingly  at  his  masterpiece,  the  Esprit  des  Lois.    This,  how- 
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ever,  was  not  published  for  many  years,  and  was  long  preceded 
by  the  book  which  ranks  second  in  importance  to  it,  the  Grandeur 
tt  Dicadenct  des  Romaitu,  1734.  Tliis  was  Montesquieu's  first 
serious  work,  and  it  placed  him  as  high  among  ssrious  writers 
as  the  Lellrts  Persanes  had  among  lighter  authors.  The  Espril 
des  Zot's  itseK  did  not  appear  till  1748.  Montesquieu,  whose  life 
was  in  no  way  eventful,  lived  for  some  years  longer,  dying  in  Paris 
on  the  loth  of  February,  1755.  Besides  the  works  mentioned 
be  had  written  several  dialogues  and  other  trifles,  a  considerable 
number  of  Pens/es,  and  some  articles  for  the  earlier  volumes  of 
the  Encydopeedia. 

Montesquieu  probably  deserves  the  title  of  the  greatest  man  of 
letters  of  the  French  eighteenth  century,  the  superior 
versatility  and  more  superficial  brilliancy  of  Voltaire 
being  compensated  in  him  by  far  gre£.l:er  originality  and  depth  of 
thought.  His  three  principal  works  deserve  to  be  considered  in  turn. 
"Vhe  Letlret  Persanes,  m  which  the  opinions  of  a  foreigner  on  French 
affairs  are  given,  is  not  entirely  original  in  conception ;  the  idea 
of  the  vehicle  being  possibly  suggested  by  the  Ammemmls  Divers  of 
Dufresny  the  comic  author.  The  working  out,  however,  is  entirely 
Montesquieu's,  and  was  followed  closely  enough  by  the  various 
writers,  who,  with  Voltaire  and  Goldsmith  at  their  head,  have  adopted 
a  similar  medium  for  satire  and  criticism  since.  It  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  entire  spirit  of  the  philosophe  movement  in  its  more 
moderate  form  is  contained  and  anticipated  in  Iht  Letlres  Pertanes. 
AH  the  weaknesses  of  France  in  political,  ecclesiastical,  and  social 
arrangements  are  here  touched  on  with  a  light  but  sure  hand,  and 
the  example  is  thus  set  of  attacking  '  les  grands  sujets.'  From  a 
literary  point  of  view  the  form  of  this  work  is  at  least  as  remarkable 
as  the  matter.  Voltaire  himself  is  nowhere  more  witty,  while 
Montesquieu  has  over  his  rival  the  indefinable  but  unquestionable 
advantage  of  writing  more  like  a  gentleman.  There  is  no  single 
book  in  which  the  admirable  capacity  of  the  French  languid  for 
jesting  treatment  of  serious  subjects  is  belter  shon'n  than  in  the 
Lettres  Persanes.  Montesquieu's  next  important  work  was  of  a 
very  different  character.  The  Cottsid/ralims  sur  les  Causes  de  la 
Grandeur  el  de  ia  Decadence  des  Romains  is  an  entirely  serious 
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worL  It  does  not  as  yet  exhibit  the  magnificenc  breadth  of  view 
and  the  inexhaustible  fertility  of  explanation  which  Qraadanr  et 
distinguish  the  Esprit  des  Lois,  but  it  has  been  well  D^aadencs 
regarded  as  a  kind  of  preliminary  exercise  for  that  ^*'  Bomaina, 
great  work.  Montesquieu  here  treats  an  extensive  but  homo- 
geneous and  manageable  subject  from  the  point  of  view  of 
philosophical  history,  after  a  method  which  had  been  partially 
tried  by  Bossuet,  and  systematically  arranged  by  Vico  in  Italy, 
but  which  was  not  fully  developed  till  Turgoi's  time.  That  is  to 
say,  his  object  is  not  merely  to  exhibit,  but  to  explain  the  facts, 
and  to  explain  them  on  general  principles  applicable  with  due 
modifications  to  other  times  and  other  histories.  Accordingly,  the 
style  of  the  Grandeur  el  Dicadmce  is  as  grave  and  dignified  as  that 
of  the  Lttirts  Persanes  is  lively  and  malicious.  It  is  sometimes  a 
little  too  sententious  in  tone,  and  suffers  from  the  habit,  induced 
[ffobably  by  ./Viw/e- writing,  of  composing  in  very  brief  paragraphs. 
But  it  is  an  excellent  example  of  its  kind,  and  especially  remarkable 
for  the  extreme  clearness  and  lucidity  with  which  the  march  and 
sequence  of  events  in  the  gross  is  exhibited. 

The  Esprit  des  Lois  is,  however,  a  far  greater  book  than  either 
of  these,  and  far  more  original.  The  title  may  be  siprit  des 
thought  to  be  not  altogether  happy,  and  indeed  litAa. 
rather  ambiguous,  because  it  does  not  of  itself  suggest  the  ex- 
tremely wide  sense  in  which  the  word  taw  is  intended  to  be 
taken.  An  exact  if  cumbrous  title  for  the  book  would  be  '  On 
the  Relation  of  Human  Laws  and  Customs  to  the  Laws  of 
Nature.'  The  author  begins  somewhat  fonnally  with  the  old  dis- 
tinction of  politics  into  democracy,  aristocracy,  and  monarchy.  He  . 
discusses  the  principles  of  each  and  their  bearings  on  education, 
on  positive  law,  on  social  conditions,  on  military  strength,  offen- 
sive and  defensive,  on  individual  liberty,  on  taxation  and  finance. 
Then  an  abrupt  return  is  made  from  the  effects  to  the  causes  of 
constitutions  and  polity.  The  theory  of  the  influence  of  physical 
conditions,  and  especially  of  dimate,  on  political  and  social  in- 
stitutions— a  theory  which  is  perhaps  more  than  any  other  identified 
with  the  book — receives  special  attention,  and  a  somewhat  dispro- 
Dortionate  space  i»given  to  the  question  of  slavery  in  connection 
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with  it.    From  climate  Montesquieu  passes  to  the  nature  of  the 

soil,  as  in  its  turn  affecting  civil  polity.  He  then  attacks  the 
subject  of  manners  and  customs  as  distinct  from  laws,  of  trade  and 
commerce,  of  the  family,  of  jurispnidence,  of  religion.  The  book 
concludes  with  an  elaborate  examination  of  the  feudal  system  in 
France.  Throughout  it  the  reader  is  equally  surprised  at  the 
varied  and  exact  knowledge  of  the  author,  and  at  his  extraordinary 
fertility  in  general  views.  This  fertility  is  indeed  sometimes  a  snare 
to  him,  and  leads  to  rash  generalisation.  But  what  has  to  be  re- 
membered is,  that  he  was  one  of  the  pioneers  of  this  method  of 
historical  exploration,  and  that  hundreds  of  principles  which,  after 
correction  by  his  successors,  have  passed  into  general  acceptance, 
were  discovered,  or  at  least  enunciated,  by  him  for  the  first  time. 
Nothing  is  more  remarkable  in  Montesquieu,  and  nothing  more 
distinguishes  him  from  the  common  run  of  his  somewhat  self- 
satisfied  ftnd  shortsighted  successors,  than  the  steady  hold  he  keeps 
on  the  continuity  of  history,  and  his  superiority  to  the  shallow  view 
of  his  djiy  (constantly  put  forward  by  Voltaire),  according  to  which 
the  middle  ages  were  a  dark  period  of  barbarism,  the  study  of 
which  could  be  of  no  use  to  any  one  but  a  mere  curiosity  hunter. 
Montesquieu  too,  almost  alone  of  his  contemporaries,  had  a 
matured  and  moderate  plan  of  political  and  social  reform.  While 
some  of  them  indulged  in  an  idle  and  theoretical  Republicanism, 
and  others  in  the  old  unpractical  _/>-(»»dfe»r  spirit,  eager  to  pull 
down  but  careless  about  building  up,  Montesquieu  had  conceived 
the  idea  of  a  limited  monarchy,  not  identical  with  that  of  England, 
but  in  many  ways  simitar  to  it;  an  ideal  which  in  the  first  quarter 
.  of  the  eighteenth  century  might  have  been  put  in  practice  with  far 
better  chance  of  success  than  in  the  first  quarter  of  the  nineteenth. 
The  merely  literary  merits  of  this  great  book  are  equal  to  its 
philosophical  merits.  The  vast  mass  of  facts  with  which  the 
author  deals  is  selected  with  remarkable  judgment,  and  arranged 
with  remarkable  lucidity.  The  style  is  sober,  devoid  of  ornament, 
but  admirably  proportioned  and  worked  out.  There  are  few 
greater  books,  not  merely  in  French  but  in  literature,  than  the 
Esprit  des  Lois. 
With  Voltaire  the  case  is  very  diflferent    Very  many  ot  his 
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innumerable  works  have  directly  philosophical  titles,  but  no  one 

of  them  is  a  worit  of  much  interest  or  merit.     His     _ 

Toltsira. 
'Philosophic  Letters,*  1733,  published  after  his  return 

from  England,  and  the  source  of  much  trouble  to  him,  are  the 
lively  but  not  very  trustworthy  medium  of  a  contrast  between 
English  liberty  and  toleration  and  French  arbitrary  government. 
His  'Discourses  on  Man,'  and  other  verse  of  the  same  kind,  are 
verse -philosophy  of  the  class  of  Pope's.  The  pompously  named 
'TreatiseonMetaphysics,'i734,  is  verymuch  the  same  in  substance 
if  not  in  form.  The  remarks  on  Pascal's  Pens/a  are  unimportant 
conlributions  to  the  crusade  against  superstition;  the  'Philosophical 
Dictionary,'  1764,"  is  a  heterogeneous  collection  of  articles  with  the 
same  object.  The  Etsai  sur  les  Mceurs,  1756,  composed  not 
improbably  in  rivalry  with  Montesquieu,  contains  much  acute  re- 
flection on  particulars,  but  is  injured  by  the  author's  imperfect 
information  as  to  the  subjects  of  which  he  was  Ireatii^,  by  his 
entirely  unphilosophical  contempt  for  the  '  Dark  Ages,'  and  indeed 
by  the  absence  of  any  general  conception  of  history  which  can  be 
called  philosophical.  Voltaire's  real  importance,  however,  in  con- 
nection with  the  phiiosophe  movement  is  to  be  found,  not  in  the 
merit  or,  value  of  any  one  of  his  professedly  philosophical  books, 
but  in  the  fact  that  all  his  works,  his  poems,  his  plays,  his  his^ 
tones,  his  romances,  his  innumerable  flying  essays  and  papers  of 
all  sorts,  were  invariably  saturated  with  its  spirit,  and  helped  to 
communicate  it  to  others.  It  cannot  be  said  that  Voltaire  had 
any  clear  conception  of  the  object  which  he  wished  to  attain, 
except  in  so  far  as  the  famous  watchword  '£crasez  I'lnfSme' 
goes.  This  means  not,  as  has  been  erroneously  thought,  'crush 
Christianity,'  but  '  crush  persecuting  superstition.'  He  was  by 
no  means  in  favour  of  any  political  reform,  except  as  far  as 
private  rights  were  concerned.  He  would  have  liked  the  ex- 
aggerated political  privileges  of  the  Church  (which  enabled  it  to 
persecute  dissidents,  and  inflicted  on  laymen  an  unfair  share  of 
taxation)  to  be  revoked,  the  cruel  and  irrational  procedure  of  the 
French  tribunals  to  be  reformed,  Church  lands  to  be  in  great  part 
secularised,  and  so  forth ;  but  he  never  seems  to  have  faced  the 
necessity  of  connecting  these  reforms  with  a  radical  alteration  of 
og  a 
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the  whole  system  of  government.  The  sharp  point  of  his  ridicule 
was,  however,  always  at  the  service  of  the  aggressive  party,  espe- 
cially for  what  he  had  most  at  heart,  the  overthrow  of  dogmatic 
and  traditional  theology  and  ecclesiasticism.  For  this  piupose,  as 
has  been  ssud  already,  he  was  willing  to  make,  and  did  make,  all  bis 
works,  no  matter  of  what  kind  (except  a  few  scattered  writings  on 
mathematics  and  physics,  pure  and  simple,  in  which  he  took  great 
interest),  into  more  or  less  elaborate  pamphlets,  and  to  put  at  the 
service  of  the  movement  his  great  position  as  the  head  of  French 
and  indeed  of  European  letters.  His  habitual  inaccuracy,  and  the 
inferiority  of  his  mind  in  strictly  Ic^cal  faculty  and  in  commanding 
range  of  view,  disabled  him  from  really  serious  contributions  to 
philosophy  of  any  kind.  <  The  curious  mixture  of  defects  and 
merits  in  this  great  writer  is  apt  to  render  piecemeal  notice  of 
him,  such  as  is  necessitated  by  the  plan  of  this  book,  apparently 
unfavourable.  But  no  literary  historian  can  take  leave  of  Voltaire 
with  words  of  intentional  disfavour.  The  mere  fact  that  it  has 
been  necessary  to  take  detailed  notice  of  him  in  every  one  of  the 
last  six  chapters,  is  roughly  indicative  of  his  unequalled  versatility. 
But,  versatile  as  he  is,  there  is  perhaps  no  department  of  his  work, 
save  serious  poetry  and  criticism,  in  which  from  the  literary  point 
of  view  he  fails  to  attain  all  but  the  highest  rank. 

Montesquieu  and  Voltaire  were,  as  has  been  said,  precursors 
Tiw  EnajtOo-  rather  than  members  of  the  phihsopht  group  proper, 
p»d^-  which  is  identified  with  the  Encyclopedia,  and  to  this 
group  it  is  now  time  to  come.  The  history  of  this  famous  book  is 
rather  curious.  The  English  Cyclopjedia  of  Ephraim  Chambers 
had  appeared  in  1727.  Alx)ui  fifteen  years  after  its  publication  a 
translation  of  it  was  offered  to  and  accepted  by  the  French  book- 
seller, Le  Breton.  But  Le  Brecon  was  not  satisfied  with  a  bare 
translation,  and  wished  the  book  to  be  worked  up  into  something 
more  extensive.  He  applied  to  different  men  of  letters,  and  finally 
to  Diderot,  who,  enlisting  the  Chancellor  d'Aguesseau  in  the 
plan,  obtaining  privilege  for  the  enlarged  work,  and  mustering  by 
degrees  a  staff  of  contributors  which  included  almost  every  man 
-  of  letters  of  any  repute  in  France,  succeeded  m  carryuig  it  out. 
The  task  was  anything  but  a  sinecure.    It  occupied  nearly  twenty 
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jears  of  Diderot's  life ;  it  was  repeatedly  threatened  and  some- 
times actually  prohibited;  and  lyAlembert  (Diderot's  principal 
coadjutor,  and  in  fact  co-editor)  actually  retired  from  it  in  disgust 
at  the  obstacles  thrown  in  their  way.  The  book  so  produced  was 
by  no  means  a  mere  pamphlet  or  controversial  work,  though  many 
of  the  articles  were  made  polemical  by  those  to  whom  they  were 
entrusted.  The  principal  of  its  contributors  however — Voltaire 
himself  was  one — became  gradually  recognised  as"  representing 
the  criticism  of  existing  institutions,  many  of  which,  it  must  be 
confessed,  were  so  bad  at  the  time  that  simple  examination  of 
them  was  in  itself  the  severest  censure.  It  becomes  necessary, 
therefore,  to  mention  the  names  and  works  of  the  most  remarkable 
of  this  group  who  have  not  found  or  will  not  find  a  place  else- 
where. 

Denis  Diderot  was  bom  at  Langres,  on  the  isth  October,  1713. 
He  was  brilliantly  successful  at  school,  but  on  being 
required  to  choose  a  profession  rejected  both  church 
and  law.  It  appears,  however,  that  he  studied  medicine.  His 
father,  a  man  of  affectionate  temper  but  strong  will,  refused  to 
support  him  unless  he  chose  a  regular  mode  of  life,  and  Diderot  at 
once  set  up  for  himself  and  attempted  literature.  Not  much  is 
authentically  known  of  his  life  till,  in  1743,  he  married;  but  he 
seems  to  have  lived  partly  by  taking  pupils,  partly  by  miscellaneous 
literary  hack-work.  After  his  marriage  his  household  expenses 
(and  others)  quickened  his  literary  activity,  and  before  long  he 
received,  in  the  editorship  of  the  Encyclopaedia,  a  chaise  which, 
though  ridiculously  ill  paid  and  very  laborious,  practically  secured 
him  from  want  for  many  years,  while  it  gave  him  a  very  important 
position.  He  made  many  friends,  and  was  especially  intimate  with 
the  Baron  d'Holbach,  a  rich  and  hospitable  man,  and  a  great  adept 
in  chemistry  and  atheism.  Before  this  Diderot  had  had  some 
troubles,  being  even  imprisoned  at  Vincennes  for  his  Essai  sur  la 
,  AvtugieSfi-j^g.  Besides  his  Encycloptedia  work  Diderot  was  lavish 
in  contributing,  often  without  either  remuneration  or  acknowledg- 
ment of  any  kind,  to  the  work  of  other  men,  and  especially  to  the 
correspondence  by  which  his  friend  Grimm  kept  the  sovereigns  of 
Germany  and  Russia  infoimed  of  the  course  of  things  in  Paris.   The 
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most  remarkable  of  these  contributions — criticisms  of  literature  and 
art — have  been  noticed  elsewhere,  as  have  Diderot's  historical  aod 
fictitious  productions.  As  he  grew  old  his  necessities  were  met 
by  a  handsome  act  of  Catherine  of  Russia,  who  bought  his  library, 
left  him  the  use  of  it,  and  gave  him  a  pension  nominally  as  payment 
for  his  trouble  as  caretaker.  He  made,  in  1773,  a  journey  to 
St.  Petersburg  to  pay  his  thanks,  and  on  his  return  stayed  for  some 
time  in  Holland.  He  died  in  Paris  in  1784.  Diderot's  miscellaneous 
works  are,  like  Voltaire's,  penetrated  by  the  philosophe  spirit,  but 
it  is  less  prominent,  owing  to  his  greater  acquaintance  with  the 
individual  matters  which  he  handled.  His  contributions  to  definite 
philosophical  literature  are  not  unimportant.  He  began  by  an 
'Essay  on  Merit  and  Virtue,'  174S1  imitated  from  Shaftesbury,  and 
by  some  more  original  Petu/es  Philosophtques.  These  pieces  were 
followed  by  La  Promenade  du  Sceptique,  Written  somewhat  in  the 
fashion  of  Berkeley's  Aiciphron,  and  by  some  minor  treatises,  the 
most  important  of  which  are  the  Leilres  sur  let  Sourds  el  Mutit,  and 
by  the  already  mentioned  Leiire  sur  Us  Aveugks,  which  led  to  his 
imprisonment,  with  some  'Thoughts  on  the  Interpretation  of 
Nature.'  A  singular  and  characteristic  book  containing  not  a  few 
acute  but  fantastic  ideas  is  Le  Rive  de  lyAlemberl,  which,  like  aa 
elaborate  criticism  on  Helv^iius'  Del' Homme,  was  not  printed  during 
Diderot's  life.  The  Essai  sur  ks  Rignes  de  Claude  el  de  N&on  was 
one  of  the  latest  of  Diderot's  books,  and  is  a  kind  of  historico- 
philosophical  disquisition.  The  last  piece  of  any  importance  which 
is  included  in  his  philosophical  works  is  an  extensive  scheme  for 
a  Russian  university. 

The  characteristics  of  these  philosophical  works  are  the 
same  as  the  characteristics  of  those  other  works  of  his  which 
have  been  noticed,  and  his  general  position  as  a  writer  may  well 
be  considered  here.  There  has  seldom  been  an  author  who  was 
more  fertile  in  ideas.  It  is  impossible  to  name  a  subject  which 
Diderot  has  not  treated,  and  hardly  possible  to  name  one  on  which  ^ 
he  has  not  said  striking  and  memorable  things.  The  peculiarity 
of  his  mind  was,  that  it  could  adjust  itself,  with  hardly  any  efibrt,  to 
any  subject  presented  to  it,  grasp  that  subject  and  express  thoughts 
on  it  in  a  novel  and  effective  manner.     He  had  moreover,  what 
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some  other  men  of  his  century,  notably  Voltaire,  lacked,  a  vast 
supply  of  positive  information  on  the  subjects  with  which  he  dealt, 
and  an  entire  independence  of  conventional  points  of  view  in 
dealing  wiih  them.  This  independence  was  in  some  respects 
pushed  to  an  unfortunate  length,  exposing  him  (whether  de- 
servedly or  not,  is  an  exceedingly  difficult  point  to  resolve)  to  the 
charge  of  atheism,  and  (beyond  all  doubts  deservedly)  to  the  charge 
of  wilful  disregard  of  the  accepted  decencies  of  language.  Another 
and  very  serious  fault,  arising  partly  from  temperament  and 
partly  from  circumstances,  was  the  want  of  needful  pains  and 
deliberation  which  characterises  most  of  Diderot's  work.  That 
work  is  extremely  voluminous,  and  even  as  it  is,  we  have  not  any- 
thing like  the  whole  of  it  in  a  collected  form.  Indeed,  by  ^  the 
larger  part  was  never  given  to  the  world  by  the  author  himself  in 
any  deliberate  or  finished  shape,  and  much  of  what  he  did  publish 
was  the  result  of  mere  improvisation.  The  consequence  Is,  that 
Diderot  is  accused,  not  without  truth,  of  having  written  good 
passages,  but  no  good  book,  and  that  a  full  appreciation  of  his 
genius  is  only  to  be  obt^ned  by  a  most  laborious  process  of 
wading  through  hundreds  and  thousands  of  pages  of  very  inferior 
work.  The  result  of  that  process,  however,  is  never  likely  to  be 
doubtful  in  the  case  of  competent  examiners.  It  is  the  conviction 
that  Diderot  ranks  in  point  of  originality  and  versatility  of  thought 
among  the  most  fertile  thinkers  of  France,  and  in  point  of  felicity 
and  idiosyncrasy  of  expression,  among  the  most  remarkable  of 
her  writers. 

His  coadjutor  during  the  earlier  part  of  his  great  work  was 

a  man  curiously  different  from  himself.     Diderot  was  „.,, 

....  •  ,  .  .        .        D'Alembart. 

a  rapid  and  careless  writer,  devoted  to  general  society 

and  conversation,  interested  in  everything  that  was  brought  to  his 
notice,  passionate,  unselfish,  frequently  extravagant  Jean  le  Rond 
d'Alembert  (who  was  really  an  illegitimate  son  of  Madame  de 
Tencin  by  an  uncertain  father)  was  an  extraordinarily  careful 
writer,  a  man  of  retired  habits,  reserved,  seii-centred  and  phlegmatic 
He  was  born  in  1717,  was  exposed  on  the  steps  of  a  church,  but 
was  brought  up  carefully  by  a  foster-mother  of  the  lower  classes, 
to  whom  he  was  consigned  by  the  authorities,  and  had    a   not 
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insufficient  annuity  settled  upon  him  hy  his  supposecl  father.  He 
was  educated  at  the  College  Mazarin,  and  early  showed  great 
ap^tude  for  mathematics,  in  which  equally  with  hterature  he  distin- 
guished himself  in  after  years.  He  was  elected  a  member  of  the 
Academy  of  Sciences  at  the  very  early  age  of  four-and-twenty. 
After  he  had  joined  Diderot,  he  wrote  a  preliminary  discourse  for 
the  Encyclopedia — a  famous  and  admirable  sketch  of  the  sciences 
— be»des  many  articles.  Of  these,  one  on  Geneva  brought  the 
book  into  more  trouble  than  almost  any  other  contribution,  though 
D'Alembert  was  equally  moderate  as  a  thinker  and  as  a  writer. 
D'Alembert,  as  has  been  said,  retired  from  the  work  after  this 
storm,  being  atKive  all  things  solicitous  of  peace  and  quietness. 
His  refusals  of  the  offers  of  Frederick  II.  in  1 75a  to  go  to  Berlin 
as  President  of  the  Academy,  and  of  Catherine  II.  to  undertake,  at 
what  was  then  an  enormous  salary,  the  education  of  the  Grand 
Duke  Paul,  have  been  variously  taken  as  evidence  of  bis  dis- 
interestedness, and  of  his  shrewd  dislike  to  possibly  false  positions, 
and  the  chance  of  such  experiences  as  those  of  Voltaire.  In  his 
later  life  he  and  Mademoiselle  de  Lespinasse,  as  has  been  men- 
tioned, kept  house  together.  He  died  shortly  before  Diderot,  in 
1783.  Perhaps  his  best  literary  works  are  his  already  mentioned 
Academic  £lciges,  or  obituaries  on  important  men  of  letters  and 
science.  D'Alembert  contributed  to  the  movement  exactness  of 
thought  and  precision  of  style,  but  his  influence  was  more  purely 
intellectual  than  that  of  any  other  member  of  the  phihsophe 
group. 

The  connection  of  Rousseau  with  the  Encyelopjedia  itself  was 

_  brief  and  not  important.    Yet  it  is   here  that  his 

Bonaieau.  ,  ,.  ,  ,      , . 

personal  and  general  literary  character  and  achieve- 
ments may  be  most  conveniently  treated.  Jean  Jacques  Rousseau 
was  born  at  Geneva,  on  ih?  28th  of  June,  1712,  of  a  family  which 
had  emigrated  from  France  during  the  religious  troubles.  His 
father  was  a  watchmaker,  his  mother  died  when  he  was  very 
young.  His  education  was  not  exactly  neglected,  but  he  went  to 
no  regular  school,  which,  considering  his  peculiarities,  was  perhaps 
a  misfortune.  After  being  introduced  to  the  law  and  to  engraving, 
in  both  cases  with  ill  success,  he  ran  away  and  practically  continued 
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a  vagabond  to  the  end  of  his  life.  He  served  as  a  footman,  was  an 
inmate  of  a  kind  of  proselytising  almshouse  at  Turin,  and  went 
through  many  odd  adventures,  for  which  there  is  the  dubious 
authority  of  his  strange  Confessions.  When  he  was  just  of  age,  he 
\vas  taken  in  by  Madame  de  Warens,  a  Savoyard  lady  of  birtli  and 
position,  who  had  before  been  kind  to  him.  With  her  he  Uved  for 
some  time,  chiefly  at  Les  Chann^ttes,  near  Chamb^iy.  But  being 
superseded  in  her  good  graces,  he  went  to  Lyons,  where  be  lived 
by  teaching.  Thence  he  went  to  Paris,  having  little  to  depend  on 
but  an  imperfect  knowledge  of  music.  In  1741  he  was  attached  to 
the  French  Embassy  at  Venice  under  M.  de  Montaigu,  but  (as  he 
did  aU  through  his  hfe)  he  quarrelled  in  some  way  with  bis  patron, 
and  returned  to  Paris.  Here  he  became  intimate  with  Diderot, 
Grimm,  and  all  the  philosophc  circle,  especially  with  Madame 
d'Epinay.  She  established  him  in  a  cottage  called  the  Hermitage 
with  his  companion  Th^rfese  le  Vasseur,  whose  acquaintance  he 
had  made  in  Paris,  and  whom  he  afterwards  married.  The  ex- 
traordinary quarrel  which  took  place  bel'g'een  Rousseau  and 
Diderot  has  been  endlessly  written  about.  It  need  only  be  said 
that  Rousseau  showed  bis  usual  temper  and  judgment,  that 
Diderot  was  to  all  appearance  quite  guiltless,  and  that  the  chief 
fault  lay  elsewhere,  probably  with  Grimm.  For  a  time  .the  Duke 
of  Luxembourg  protected  him,  then  be  was  obliged,  or  thought 
himself  obliged,  to  go  into  exile.  Marshal  Keith,  Governor  of 
Neufchatel  for  the  King  of  Prussia,  received  and  protected  him, 
with  the  inevitable  result  that  Rousseau  considered  it  impossible  to 
continue  in  this  as  in  every  other  refuge.  David  Hume  was  his 
next  good  angel,  and  carried  him  to  England  in  j  766.  But  the 
same  drama  repeated  itself,  as  it  did  subsequently  with  the  Prince 
de  Conti  and  with  Madame  d'Enghien.  ,  Rousseau's  last  protector 
was  M.  de  Girardtn,  who  gave  him,  after  he  had  lived  in  Paris  in 
comparative  quiet  for  several  years,  a  home  at  Ermenonville  in 
1778.  He  did  not  outlive  the  year,  dying  in  a  somewhat  mysterious 
fashion,  which  has  never  been  fully  explained,  on  the  and  of  July. 

Rousseau  was  a  man  of  middle  age  before  he  produced  any 
literary  work  of  importance.  He  had  in  his  youth  been  given  to 
music,  and  indeed  throughout  liig  life  the  slender  profits  of  music 
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copying  were  almost  his  only  independent  soorce  of  income.  Hia 
knowledge  of  the  subject  was  far  from  scientific,  but  he  produced 
an  operetta  which  was  not  unsnccessful,  and,  but  for  bis  ^gular 
temperament,  be  might  have  followed  up  the  success.  His  first 
literary  work  of  importance  was  a  prose  essay  for  the  Dijon  Academy 
on  the  subject  of  the  effects  of  civilisation  on  society.  Either  of 
his  own  motion,  or  at  the  suggestion  of  Diderot,  Rousseau  took 
the  apparently  paradoxical  line  of  ai^uing  that  all  improvements 
on  the  savage  life  had  been  curses  rather  than  bles^ngs,  and  he 
gained  the  prize.  In  1755  his  Discours  tur  tOrigint  de  lln^aUU 
appeared  at  Amsterdam;  in  1760  his  famous  novel  Julie^  and  in 
1764  .£fl»Z!,  both  of  which  have  been  spoken  of  already.  Between 
the  t«'o  appeared  the  still  more  famous  and  influential  Control 
SociaL  Of  the  other  works  of  Rousseau  published  during  his 
lifetime,  the  most  &mous,  perhaps,  was  his  letter  to  D'Alembert  on 
the  subject  of  the  introduction  of  theatrical  performances  into 
Geneva,  a  characterisUc  paradox  which  made  a  bitter  enemy  of  the 
most  powerful  of  French  men  of  letters.  Besides  these,  the  Rfveriet 
£un  Promtneur  Solitaire,  the  Let/ret  de  la  Montague,  and  above  all, 
the  unique  Confessions,  have  to  be  reckoned.  The  last,  like  several 
of  Rousseau's  other  works,  did  not  appear  till  after  his  death. 

Of  all  the  writers  mentioned  in  this  chapter  the  influence  of 
Rousseau  on  literature  and  on  life  was  probably  the  largest  He 
was  the  direct  inspirer  of  the  men  who  made  the  French  Re- 
volution, and  the  theories  of  his  Contrat  Social  were  closer  at  the 
root  of  Jacobin  politics  than  any  other.  His  fervid  declamatioo 
about  equably  and  brotherhood,  and  his  sentimental  republicanism, 
were  seed  as  well  suited  to  the  soil  in  which  they  were  sown  as 
Montesquieu's  reasoned  constitutionalism  was  unsuited  to  it  Rous> 
seau,  indeed,  if  the  proof  of  the  excellence  of  preaching  is  in  the 
practice  of  the  hearers,  was  the  greatest  preacher  of  the  century. 
He  denounced  the  practice  of  putting  infants  out  to  nurse,  and 
mothers  began  to  suckle  their  own  children;  he  recommended 
instruction  in  useful  arts,  and  many  an  /migr/ Doble  had  to  thank 
Rousseau  for  being  able  to  earn  his  bread  in  exile ;  he  denounced 
speculative  atheism,  urging  the  undogmatic  but  emotional  creed  of 
his  Vicaire  Savoyard,  and  the  first  wave  of  the  religious  reaction  was 
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set  going,  to  culminate  in  the  Catholic  movement  of  Chateaubriand 
and  Lamennais.  But  in  literature  itself  his  influence  was  quite  as 
powerAil.  He  was  not,  indeed,  the  founder  of  the  school  of 
analysis  of  feeling  in  the  novel,  but  he  was  the  popularjser  of  it. 
He  was  almost  the  founder  of  sentimentalism  in  general  hterature, 
and  he  was  absolutely  the  first  to  make  word-painting  of  nature 
an  ahnost  indispensable  element  of  all  imaginative  and  fictiiious 
writing  both  in  prose  and  poetry.  Some  of  his  characteristics 
were  taken  up  in  quick  succession  by  Goethe  in  Germany,  by 
Bemardin  de  Saint-Pierre  and  Chateaubriand  in  France.  Others 
were  for  the  time  less  eagerly  imitated,  and  though  Madame  de 
Stael  and  her  lover  Benjamin  Constant  did  something  to  spread 
them,  it  was  reserved  for  the  Romantic  movement  to  develop  them 
fiiUy.  It  was  singular,  no  doubt,  and  this  is  not  the  place  to  un- 
dertake the  explanation  of  the  singularity,  that  Rousseau,  who  de- 
tested most  of  the  conclusions,  and  almost  all  the  methods  of  the 
EncyclopEedisCs,  should  be  counted  in  with  them,  and  should  have 
undoubtedly  helped  in  the  first  place  to  accomplish  their  result. 
But  such  is  the  case.  His  peculiar  literary  characteristics  are  per- 
haps better  exhibited  in  the  Confemom  and  in  the  miscellaneous 
works,  than  in  either  of  the  novels.  The  Conlrai  Social  is  a  very 
remarkable  piece  of  pseudo-argument.  It  is  felt  from  the  first  that 
the  whole  assumption  on  which  it  reposes  is  historically  false  and 
philosophically  absurd.  Yet  there  is  an  appearance  of  speciousness 
in  ihe  arguments,  an  adroit  mixture  of  logic  and  rhetoric,  of  order 
and  method,  which  is  exceedingly  seductive.  The  Confession  du 
Vicairt  Savoyard,  with  many  passages  allied  to  it  in  the  smaller 
works,  has,  despite  the  staleness  of  the  language  {which  was 
hackneyed  by  a  thousand  empty  talkers  during  the  Revolution), 
not  a  little  dignity  and  persuasive  force.  But  it  is  in  the  Con- 
fessions that  the  literary  power  of  the  author  appears  at  its  fullest. 
Never,  perhaps,  was  a  more  miserable  story  of  human  weakness 
revealed,  and  the  peculiar  thing  is  that  Rousseau  does  not  limit  his 
exhibitions  of  himself  to  exhibitions  of  engaging  frailty.  The  acts 
which  he  admits  are  in  many  cases  indescribably  base,  mean,  and 
disgDs^ng.  The  course  of  conduct  which  he  portrays  is  at  its  best 
that  of  a  man  entirely  destitute  of  governing  will,  petulant,  often 
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poudvely  ungrateful,  always  playing  into  the  hands  of  the  enemies 
whom  his  haUucinadons  supposed  to  exist,  and  frustrating  the  efforts 
of  the  friends  whom  he  allows  himself,  if  only  for  a  time,  to  have 
possessed.  Yet  the  narrative  and  dramatic  skill  with  which  all  this 
is  presented  is  so  great,  that  there  is  hardly  room  for  a  sense  of 
repulsion  which  is  merged  in  interest,  not  necessarily  sympathetic 
interest,  but  still  interest  Of  the  feeling  for  natural  beauty,  which  is 
everywhere  present  in  these  remarkable  works,  it  is  enough  to  say 
that  in  French  prose  literature,  it  may  almost  be  said  in  the  prose 
literature  of  Europe,  it  was  entirely  original.  Part  of  Rousseau's 
devotion  to  nature  arose  no  doubt  from  his  moody  and  retiring 
temperament,  which  led  him  to  rejoice  in  anything  rather  than  the 
society  of  his  fellow  men.  But  this  would  not  of  itself  have  given 
him  the  literary  skill  with  which  he  expresses  these  feelings.  It  is 
not  so  much  in  set  descriptions  of  particular  scenes  as  in  slight 
occasional  thoughts,  embodying  the  emotions  experienced  at  the 
sight  of  a  flower,  a  lake-surface,  a  moimtain  side,  a  forest  glade, 
that  this  mastery  is  shown.  Yet  of  the  more  elaborate  passages 
of  this  kind  in  other  writers  few  can  surpass  the  best  things  of  the 
NouvtlU  Hilmtt  the  Con/tsstotis,  and  the  Riverits.  There  is 
nothing  novel  to  readers  of  the  present  day  in  such  things,  though 
they  are  seldom  done  so  happily.  But  to  the  readers  of  Rousseau's 
day  they  were  absolutely  novel.  It  is  in  this  that  the  main  literary 
importance  of  Rousseau  consists,  though  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  he  is  in  many  ways  a  master  of  French  prose.  His  contem- 
poraries made  use  of  his  Genevan  origin  to  find  fault  with  his  style ; 
bnt  with  a  few  insignificant  exceptions  the  criticism  has  no  founda- 
tion. It  has  been  very  frequently  renewed,  and  sometunes  with 
little  better  reason,  in  the  case  x>f  Swiss  authors. 

Round  these  chiefe  of  the  Encyclopodic  movement  were  grouped 
many  lesser  men,  some  of  whom  will  be  most  conveniendy  noticed 
here.  Marmontel,  Morellet,  and  Saint-Lambert,  whose  chief  im- 
portance lay  in  other  directions,  were  contributors.  The  Chevalier 
de  Jaucourt,  a  man  of  no  original  power,  but  a  hack-writer  of  ex- 
traordinary aptitude,  took  considerable  part  in  it  There  were 
others,  however,  who,  partly  within  and  partly  without  the  range  of 
the  Enc}'clopiedia,  had  no  smalt  share  in  the  promotion  of  what 
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has  been  called  the  philosophe  movement.  Some  of  these  have 
found  their  place  under  the  head  of  Essayists.  There  is,  however, 
one  remarkable  division,  which  must  be  treated  here — the  division 
of  economists— -before  we  pass  to  the  philosophers  properly  so 
called,  who  either  continued  the  metaphysics  of  Locke  in  a  directly 
materialist  sense,  or  who,  restraining  themselves  to  sensationalism, 
made  the  most  of  the  English  philosopher  in  that  direction. 

The  science  of  'Political  Arithmetic,'  as  it  was  first  called  in 
England,  had  a  somewhat  earlier  birth  in  France  than  in  England 
itself.  It  is  remarkable  that  the  complete  establishment  of  the 
royal  authority  under  Louis  XIV.  preceded  but  by  a  very  few  years 
the  examination  of  the  economic  condition  of  the  p^mieiQ 
kingdom  by  unsparing  examiners.  The  two  chief  of  Eoonomlata. 
these,  both  of  whom  feU  into  disgrace  for  their  doings,  vauban, 
were  the  great  engineer  Vauban,  and  the  great  theolo-  Queinay, 
gian  F^nelon.  The  latter  was  attracted  to  the  subject  °  ' 
chiefly  by  compassion  for  the  sufferings  of  the  people,  and  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  in  a  manner  more  rhetorical  than  scientific. 
Vauban's  course  was  naturally  different.  In  the  later  years  of  his 
life  be  set  himself  to  the  collection  of  statistical  facts  as  to  the 
economic  condition  of  France,  and  the  result  was  the  two  books 
called  OisiveUs  deM.de  Vauhan  and  La  Dime  JHoyale,. iioT.  The 
former  of  these  contained  the  facts,  the  Iftter  the  deduction  from 
them,  which  was,  to  put  it  briefly,  that  the  existing  system  of  privi- 
lege, exemption,  and  irregttlar  taxation  was  a  loss  to  the  Crown, 
and  a  torment  to  the  people.  Vauban  received  the  reward  of  his 
labours,  attention  to  which  would  probably  have  prevented  the 
French  Revolution,  in  the  shape  of  the  royal  displeasure,  and  no- 
thing came  immediately  of  his  investigations.  In  the  next  century, 
however,  a  regular  sect  of  political  economists  arose.  They  had, 
indeed,  been  preceded  by  an  eccentric  man  of  letters,  the  Abb^ 
de  Saint-Pierre,  who  occupied  his  hfe  in  propounding  Utopian 
schemes  of  universal  peace  and  general  prosperity,  fiut  the  first 
and  greatest  of  the  economists  properly  so  called  was  Quesnay. 
The  extreme  misery  of  the  common  people  attracted  his  at- 
tention, and  set  him  upon  calculating  the  causes  and  remedies 
of  periodical   failings.      He  was  hunself  a  frequent  contributor 
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to  the  Encyclopaedia.  Many  others  of  the  fhihsopkt  set  occa- 
pied  themselves  with  these  and  simitar  subjects,  notably  the  Abb^s 
Morellet  and  GalianL  The  former  was  a  man  of  a  certain 
vigour  (Voltaire  called  him  'L'Abb^  Mord-Les'),  the  latter  has 
been  noticed  already.  His  Dialogue  sur  le  Commerct  its  Sl/t 
acquired  for  him  a  great  reputation. 

Very  many  writers,  among  them  the  father  of  the  great  Mirabeau 
(in  his  curious  and  able,  though  unequal  and  ill-proportioned  Ami 

Tnrimt  ^"  Hommts),  attacked  economical  subjects  at  this  time. 
But  Turgot,  though  not  remarkable  for  the  form  of 
bis  writings,  was  the  most  original  and  influential  writer  of  the 
liberal  school  in  this  department.  He  was  a  Norman  by  birth,  and 
of  a  good  legal  family.  He  was  bom  in  1727,  and,  being  destined 
for  the  Church,  was  educated  at  the  Sorbonne.  Turgot,  however, 
shared  to  the  full  the  philosophe  ideas  of  the  time  as  to  theological 
orthodoxy,  and  did  not  share  the  usual  philosopht  ideas  as  to 
concealment  of  his  principles  for  comfort's  sake.  He  refused  to 
take  orders,  turning  his  attention  to  the  law  and  the  Civil  Service 
instead  of  the  Church.  His  family  had  considerable  influence, 
and  at  the  age  of  twenty-four  he  was  appointed  intendant  of 
Limoges,  a  post  which  gave  him  practical  control  of  the  govern- 
ment of  a  large,  though  barren  and  neglected,  province.  His 
achievements  in  the  w%  of  administrative  reform  here  were  re- 
markable, and,  had  they  been  generally  imitated,  might  have  brought 
about  a  very  different  state  of  things  in  France.  After  the  death 
of  Louis  XV,,  he  was  recommended  by  Maurepas  to  a  far  more 
important  offlce,  the  controllership  of  finance.  Here,  too,  he  did 
great  things;  but  his  attack  on  the  privileged  orders  was  ill- 
seconded,  and,  after  holding  his  post  for  about  two  years,  he  had 
to  resign,  partly,  it  is  true,  owing  to  a  certain  unaccommodadng 
rigidity  of  demeanour,  which  was  one  of  his  least  amiable  cha- 
racteristics. He  died  in  1781.  Turgot's  literary  work  is  not 
extensive,  and  it  is  not  disdnguished  by  its  style.  It  consists  of 
certain  discourses  at  the  Sorbonne,  of  memoirs  on  various  political 
occasions,  of  some  letters  on  usury,  of  ardcles  in  the  Encyclo- 
piedia,  of  which  the  most  noteworthy  is  one  on  endowments,  etc 
All  are  remarkable  as  containing  the  germs  of  what  may  be  ac- 


Cb.  VL]  Philosophers.  463 

cepted  as  the  modem  liberal  doctrines  on  the  various  points  of 
which  they  treat,  while  the  second  Sorbonne  discourse  is  entitled 
to  the  credit  of  first  clearly  announcing  the  principle  of  the  philo- 
sophy of  history,  the  doctrine,  that  is  to  say,  that  human  progress 
follows  regular  laws  of  development,  certain  sets  of  causes  invariably 
tending  to  bring  about  certain  sets  of  results. 

With  the  name  of  Turgot  that  of  Condorcet  is  inseparably  con- 
nected, and  though  far  less  important  in  the  history  of  thought, 
it  is  perhaps  more  prominent  in  the  history  of  literature,  for  the 
pupil  and  biographer  (in  Imth  of  which  relations  Condorcet  stood 
to  Turgot)  was,  though  a  far  less  original  and  vigorous  thinker, 
a  better  writer  than  his  master  and  subject  Jean  Antoine  Nicolas 
de  Caritat,  styled  Marquis  de  Condorce^  was  bom  in  -^ . 
1743,  near  Saint- Quentin,  and  early  distinguished 
himself  both  in  mathematics  and  in  the  belles  lettres.  He  became 
Secretary  of  the  Academy  in  1777,  and  be  afterwards  wrote  the 
Life  of  Turgot,  whose  method  of  dealing  with  economic  questions 
(a  more  practical  and  less  abstract  one  than  that  of  the  earlier 
economists)  he  had  already  followed.  He  took  a  considerable 
part  in  the  French  Revolution,  serving  both  in  the  Legislative 
Assembly  and  in  the  Convention,  In  the  latter  he  became 
identified  with  the  Girondist  party,  and  shared  their  troubles.  His 
best  known  work,  the  Esquhsi  des  Progrh  de  r Esprit  Htmain,  was 
written  while  he  was  a  fugitive  and  in  concealment  He  was  at 
last  discovered  and  arrested,  but  Jhe  day  after  he  was  found  dead 
in  his  prison  at  Bourg  la  Reine,  having  apparently  poisoned  himself 
(March,  1794).  Condorcet's  works  are  voluminous,  and  partake 
strongly  of  the  philosophe  character.  He  is  not  remarkable  for. 
originaUty  of  thought,  and  may  indeed  be  said  to  be  for  the  most 
part  a  mere  exponent  of  the  current  ideas  of  the  second  stage  of 
the  philosophe  movement  But  his  style  has  great  merits,  being 
clear,  forcible,  and  correct,  suffering  only  from  the  somewhat  stereo- 
typed forms,  and  from  the  absence  of  flexibility  and  colour  which 
distinguish  the  later  eighteenth  century  in  France. 

One  more  remarkable  name  deserves  to  be  mentioned  in  this 
place  as  the  last  of  the  Phihsophes  proper,  tiiat  is  to  say,  of  those 
writers  who  earned  out  the  general  principles  of  the  Encycloptedist 
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movement  with  less  reference  to  specialist  departments  of  literatuTe 
than  to  a  certain  general  spirit  and  tendency.  This  was  Constantin 
Francois  de  Chassebceuf,  Comte  de  Volney,  by  which  latter  name 
he  is  generally  known.  Volney  was  bom  in  1757, 
at  Caron,  in  Anjou,  and  was  educated  at  Angers, 
and  afterwards  at  Paris.  He  studied  both  medicine  and  law, 
but  having  a  sufBcient  fortune,  practised  neither.  In  1783  he 
set  out  on  his  travels  and  journeyed  to  the  East,  visiting  Egypt 
and  Syria;  an  account  of  which  journey  he  published  four  years 
later.  When  he  returned  to  France  he  was  from  the  beginning 
a  moderate  partisan  of  the  Revolution,  and,  like  most  such  per- 
sons, he  was  arrested  during  the  Terror,  though  he  escaped  with 
no  worse  fate  than  imprisonment  Immediately  after  Thermidor, 
Vohiey  published  his  most  celebrated  work,  Let  Suints,  a  treatise 
on  the  rise  and  fall  of  empires  from  a  general  and  philosophical 
point  of  view.  Shortly  after  this  he  visited  the  United  States, 
whence  he  returned  in  1798.  He  had  known  Napoleon  in  early 
days,  and  on  the  establishment  of  the  Consulate  he  was  appointed 
a  senator ;  nor  was  his  resignation  accepted,  though  it  was  tendered 
when  Bonaparte  assumed  the  crown.  His  countship  was  Napoleonic, 
but  he  was  always  an  opponent  of  the  emperor's  policy.  Ac- 
cordingly, after  the  Restoration,  he  was  nominated  by  Louis  XVIII. 
as  a  member  of  the  new  House  of  Peers.  He  died  in  i8ao. 
Besides  the  books  already  noticed  he  published  some  studies  in 
ancient  history  and  many  miscellaneous  works,  including  a  project 
of  a  universal  language.  Volney  was,  as  has  been  said,  the  last  of 
the  philosophes,  exhibiting,  long  after  a  new  order  of  thought  had 
set  in,  their  acute  bat  negative  and  one-sided  criticism,  their  sterile 
contempt  of  Christianity  and  rehgion  generally,  thek  somewhat 
theoretic  acceptance  of  generalisations  on  philosophy  and  history, 
and  of  large  plans  for  dealing  with  politics  and  etliics.  As  a 
traveller  his  observation  is  accurate  and  bis  expression  vivid ;  as 
a  philosophical  historian  his  acuteness  is  perhaps  not  sufKciently 
accoftapanied  by  real  breadth  of  view. 

Between  these  philosophers,  in  the  local  and  temporary  sense 
of  the  word,  who  dealt  only  with  what  would  now  be  called  the 
sodological  side  of  philosophy  in  its  bearings  on  politics,  religion. 
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ethics,  and  economics,  and  tlie  strictly  philosophical  school  of 
CondiUac  and  his  followers,  a  small  but  very  inQuential  sect  of 
materialists,  who  were  yet  not  pm'ely  philosophical  materialists,  has 
to  be  considered.  Three  members  of  this  school  have  importance 
in  literature — La  Mettrie,  Helv^tius,  and  Holbach.  La  Mettrie 
was  a  native  of  Britanny;  he  entered  the  medical  ,  „  ,,  . 
service  of  the  French  army,  acquu^d  a  speedy  repu- 
tation for  heterodoxy  and  disorderly  hring,  and  fled  for  shelter  to 
the  general  patron  of  heterodox  Frenchmen,  Frederick  of  Prussia ; 
at  whose  court  be  died,  at  a  comparatively  early  age,  it  b  said  in 
consequence  of  a  practical  joke.  La  Mettrie's  chief  work  is  a 
paradoxical  exercise  in  materialist  physics  called  L'Homtne-Mackine, 
in. which  he  endeavours  to  prove  the  purely  automatic  workii^ 
of  the  human  frame,  and  the  absence  of  any  mind  in  the  spiritualist 
sense.  This  he  followed  by  a  similar  but  less  original  work, 
called  L'Homme-Planle,  and  by  some  other  minor  publications. 
La  Mettrie  was  a  very  unequal  thinker  and  writer,  but  he  has,  as 
Voltaire  (who  disliked  him)  expressed  it,  trails  de  flammt  both  in 
thought  and  style.  Claude  Adrian  Helv^tius  was  of  „  ,  ,., 
Swiss  descent,  and  of  ample  fortune.  Bom  m  1715, 
be  was  appointed  to  the  high  post  of  Farmer- General  when  he 
was  little  more  than  twenty-three ;  but  he  did  not  hold  this  appoint- 
ment sexy  long,  and  became  Chamberlain  to  the  Queen.  He 
was  very  popular  in  society,  and  was  of  a  benevolent  and  philan- 
thropic disposition,  though  he  seems  to  have  got  into  trouble  at 
his  country  seat  of  Vor^  by  excessive  game  preserving.  He 
married,  in  1751,  the  beautiful  Mademoiselle  de  Ligneville,  who 
was  long  afterwards  one  of  the  chief  centres  of  literary  society  in 
Paris.  In  1758  his  book  Dt  I'Espril  appeared,  and  made  a  great 
sensation,  being  condemned  as  immoral,  and  burnt  by  the  hangman. 
Helv^tius  subsequentiy  travelled  in  England  ^id  Germany,  dying 
in  1771.  A  second  treatise,  De  VHomme,  which  appeared  posthu- 
mously, is  much  inferior  10  De  V Esprit  in  hierary  merit.  It  was 
even  more  fleicejy  assailed  than  its  predecessor,  and  Diderot  him- 
self, the  leader  of  the  more  active  section  of  the  philosopht  pariy, 
wrote  an  elaborate  refutation  of  it,  which,  however,  has  only 
recently  been  published.  The  book  De  I'Espril  is  wanting  in 
Hh 
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depth,  and  too  anecdotic  in  style  for  a  serious  work  of  philosophy, 
though  this  very  characteristic  makes  it  all  the  more  amusing 
reading.  It  endeavours  to  make  out  a  theory  of  morals  based  on 
what  is  called  the  selfish  system ;  and  it  was  the  naked  manner  in 
which  this  selfish  system  of  ethics,  and  the  materialist  metaphysics 
which  it  implies,  are  manifested  in  the  book  which  gave  occasion 
to  its  ill  repute.  As  a  mere  work  of  literature,  however,  it  is  well, 
and  in  parts  even  brilliantly  written,  and  amid  much  that  is  desul- 
tory, inconclusive,  and  even  demonstrably  unsound,  views  of  ex- 
treme shrewdness  and  originality  on  social  abuses  and  inconsistencies 
are  to  be  found. 

None  of  the  writers  hitherto  mentioned  made  open  profession 
of  atheism,  and  it  is  doubtful  whether  even  Diderot  deserves  the 
appellation  of  a  consistent  atheist  There  was,  however,  a  large 
anti-tbeistic  school  among  the  phihso^s,  which  increased  in 
numbers  and  strength  towards  the  outbreak  of  the  Revolution. 
The  most  striking  work  by  far  of  this  school  (which  included 
Damilaville,  Naigeon,  and  a  few  other  names  of  no  great  distinc- 
Systdme  do  tion  in  literature)  was  the  Sys&me  de  la  Nature,  which 
iB  S'sitoTB.  appeared  in  1770.  This  remarkable  book,  which  even 
Voltaire  and  Frederick  II.  set  themselves  seriously  to  refute,  con- 
tains a  complete  materialist  system  in  metaphysics  and  theology. 
It  represents  the  existence  of  God  as  a  mere  creation  of  the  super- 
stition of  men,  unable  to  assign  a  cause  for  the  evils  under  which 
they  suffer,  and  inventing  a  supernatural  entity  to  satisfy  them- 
selves. The  book  (to  consider  its  literary  style  only)  is  extremely 
unequal,  passages  of  remarkable  vigour  alternating  with  long  and 
dreary  tracts  of  inconclusive  and  monotonous  declamadon.  It 
appeared  under  the  name  of  a  dead  man,  Mirabaud,  a  person  of 
some  sLght  and  chiefly  official  name  in  science  and  letters.  It  is, 
however,  believed,  if  not  certainly  known,  to  be  the  work  of  the 
Baron  d'Holbach  (who  unquestionably  wrote  various  other  books  of 
a  similar  tendency),  with  the  assistance  of  divers  of  his  friends,  and 
especially  of  DideroL  The  Syslimt  is  a  very  singular  production, 
animated  by  a  kind  of  fanatical,  and  in  parts  almost  poetical  aspira^ 
tion  after  the  annihilation  of  all  supernatural  belief,  which  is  hardly 
to  be  found  elsewhere  except  in  Lucretius.     It  had  great  influence, 
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though  that  influence  was  one  of  repulsion  as  well  as  of.conversion, 
and  it  maj'  be  s^  to  be,  up  to  the  present  day,  the  furthest  step 
taken  in  the  direction  of  philosophical  as  opposed  to  political 
Nihilism.  It  should,  however,  be  observed  that  in  parts  there  is 
a  strong  political  tinge  observable  in  it. 

In  an  this  century  of  so-called  philosophy,  France  possessed 
hardly  more  than  one  really  eminent  and  conuderable  meta- 
physician. This  was  Etienne  fionnot  de  Condillac,  (j_„jn]». 
brother  of  the  Abb^  de  Mably,  who  was  bom  in 
1715,  and  died  in  1780.  Condillac  himself  was  an  abb^,  and 
possessing  a  sufficient  benefice,  he  lived  for  the  most  part  quietly 
upon  it,  and  took  no  part  in  the  political,  or  even  the  literary  life 
of  the  times.  In  1746  he  published  bis  Essai  sur  rOrigine  da 
Conttoissofuet  Humaines',  in  1749  his  TVail/dti  Sysiimes,  a  work 
critical  rather  than  construcdve;  and  in  1754  the  TraiU  its  Sen- 
satiotis,  his  principal  work,  which  completes  his  theory.  The 
influence  of  Locke  was  the  most  powerful  single  influence  in  the 
phiTosophe  movement  of  France,  and  Condillac  took  up  Locke's 
work  at  exactly  the  point  where  his  master  had  faltered.  He  set 
to  work  to  show  with  great  plausibility  that,  according  to  Lockeian 
principles,  the  addition  of  ideas  of  reflection  to  ideas  of  sensation 
is  unsustfunable,  and  that  all  ideas  without  exception  are  merely 
transformed  sensations.  One  of  the  illustrations  which  he  used 
to  support  his  views,  that  of  a  statue  supposed  to  be  endowed 
with  a  single  sense,  and  successively  developing  first  the  o±ers, 
and  then  the  powers  usually  classed  as  reflection,  is  famous  in 
the  history  of  philosophy.  It  concerns  us  only  as  giving  an  in- 
stance of  the  method  of  Condillac,  which  is  remarkable  for  vivid- 
ness and  adaptation  to  the  ordinary  comprehension.  Unlike  the 
style  of  Locke  himself,  Condiltac's  style  is  not  in  the  least  slovenly, 
but  polished  aud  lucid,  excellently  suited  to  such  a  public  as  that 
of  the  eighteenth  century,  wtuch  was  at  once  intelligent  enough 
to  understand,  and  educated  enough  to  demand,  finish  of  manner 
in  discussing  abstract  points. 

After  Condillac  the  history  of  philosophy  in  France  during  the 
rest  of  the  period  is  of  no  great  interest  to  literature.    He  himself 
was  continued  and  represented  chiefly  by  Destutt  de  Tracy.    The 
Hh2 
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reaction  against  the  extreme  idealist  and  materialist  constructions 
of  Locke  respectively,  wliich  had  been  brought  about  in  England 
by  Reid  and  Stewart,  acquired  in  the  last  years  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  and  the  beginning  of  the  nineteenth,  a  considerable  follow- 
ing in  Fmnce.  Its  chiefs  were  Maine  de  Biran,  Royer  Collard 
(who  also  obtained  reputation  as  an  oraior  and  parliamentary 
politician),  and  Jouffroy.  They  belong,  however,  rather  to  the 
history  of  philosophy  than  to  that  of  literature. 

After  this  long  list  of  writers  who  advocated,  more  or  less  openly, 
revolution  in  matters  political  and  religious,  but  especially  in  the 
latter,  two  authors  who  with  Chateaubriand,  but  in  a  definitely 
philosophical  manner,  set  the  example  of  reaction,  and  who  to  a 
great  extent  indicated  the  lines  which  it  was  to  follow,  must  be 
mentioned.  These  are  Joseph  de  Maistre,  and  Louis  de  Bonald. 
Jonph  da    Joseph,  Count  de  Maistre,  was  born  at  Chamb^y, 

MaiatTB.  in  1753,  of  a  noble  Savoyard  family,  which  is  said  to 
have  come  originally  from  Languedoc  His  father  held  important 
employments  in  the  duchy,  and  Joseph  himself  entered  its  civil 
service.  When,  after  the  French  Revolution,  Savoy  was  invaded, 
and  in  a  short  time  annexed,  he  returned  to  Lausanne,  and  there 
wrote  Considdratiom  sur  la  France,  his  first  work  of  importance. 
For  some  years  he  was  employed  at  Turin  in  the  administration 
of  such  of  his  continental  dominions  as  were  left  to  the  King  of 
Sardinia ;  and  then,  after  the  practical  annexation  of  Piedmont,  he 
held  a  similar  employ  in  the  island  of  Sardinia  itself.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  the  present  century,  he  was  sent  to  St.  Petersburg  to  plead 
the  cause  of  his  master.  Here  he  remained  till  af^erthe  overthrow 
of  Napoleon,  and  wrote,  though  be  did  not  publish,  most  of  his 
hooks.  In  1816  he  returned  to  Turin,  and  died  a  few  years 
afterwards — in  1821.  The  three  chief  works  of  Joseph  de  Maistre 
are  Du  Papi,  1817,  De  l'£glise  Gallicane,  and  the  unfinished 
Soir/es  de  Si.  P/lersimrg.  The  two  first  compose  a  complete 
treatise  on  the  power  and  position  of  the  pope  in  relation  both  to 
•  the  temporal  and  to  the  ecclesiastical  form  of  national  government. 
'The  author  is  the  most  uncompromising  of  ultramontanes.  Ac- 
cording to  him  the  pope  is  the  source  of  all  authority  on  earth, 
und  temporal  princes  are  little  more  than  his  delegates.    Except 
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in  relation  to  religious  error,  Joseph  de  M^stre  is  not  hostile  to 
a  certain  ordered  measure  of  liberty  accorded  by  their  rulers  to 
peoples  and  individuals.  But,  strongly  impressed  by  the  sodal 
and  moral,  as  well  as  the  political  and  religious  anarchy  brought 
about  first  by  the  phxhsophe  movement,  and  then  by  the  Revolu- 
tion, he  sees  the  only  chance  of  rescue  ,iD  the  establishment  of 
a  hierarchy  of  government  culminating  in  that  from  which  there 
is  no  appeal,  the  single  authority  of  the  pope.  He  is  thus  a 
legitimist  with  3  ditference.  The  Soir4et  de  St.  P/krsbourg,  which 
are  unfinished  and  not  entirely  uniform  in  plan,  deal  nominally 
with  the  providential  government  of  the  world,  tiut  diverge  to  a 
large  number  of  subjects.  It  is  in  this  book  that  the  author  de- 
velops the  kind  of  modified  terrorism  which  is  often,  though  not 
altogether  jusUy,  considered  to  be  his  chief  characteristic,  eulogising 
the  executioner  as  the  foundation  of  society. 

Joseph  de  Maistre  is  unquestionably  one  of  the  greatest  thinkers 
and  writers  of  the  eighteenth  century.  Paradoxical  and  strained 
as  his  system  frequently  appears,  it  is  rigorously  logical.  An 
ordered  theocracy  seems  to  him  the  only  polity  capable  of 
giving  peace  and  true  prosperity  to  the  world,  and  he  shapes  all 
his  theories  so  as  to  fit  in  with  this  central  conception.  On 
detached  subjects  his  thoughts  are  always  vigorous,  and  often 
strikingly  original.  His  reading  was  great,  and  his  skill  in  polemics 
of  the  very  highest.  No  one  possesses  in  larger  measure  the  art  of 
hostile  criticism  without  descending  to  actual  abuse.  These  merits 
of  themselves  imply  purely  literary  accomplishments,  clearness, 
distinctness,  forcible  expression,  in  a  rare  kind  and  degree.  But 
Joseph  de  Maistre  is  more  than  this  as  a  writer.  He  possesses, 
though  he  only  occasionally  exercises  it,  a  brilliant  faculty  of 
rhetoric.  His  phrase  is  more  than  merely  clear  and  forcible;  it 
has  a  peculiar  incisiveness  and  sharpness  of  outline  which  im- 
press it  0:1  the  memory,  while,  sparing  as  he  is  of  ornament, 
his  rare  passages  of  description  and  fancy  have  great  merit. 
The  surest  testimony  to  his  value  is  the  fact  that,  though  both 
in  his  own  day  and  since  by  far  the  larger  number  of  writers  and 
thinkers  have  held  views  more  or  less  opposed  to  his,  no  one 
whose  opinion  is  itself  of  the  least  importance  has  ever  spoken 
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of  him  without  respect  and  even  admiration.  Those  who,  like 
Lamartine,  qualify  their  admiration  with  a  certain  depreciation, 
show  inability  to  recognise  fully  the  beauty  of  strength  undisguised 
by  conventional  elegance  and  grace  of  form. 

Louis  Gabriel  Ambroise,  Vicomte  de  Bonald,  who  is  usually 
Bonaid.  "^n^^*^  '^''''  Joseph  de  Maistre  as  the  leader  of  the 
Catholic -monarchist  reaction,  was  a  weaker  thinker, 
and  a  writer  of  less  accomplishment,  though  in  both  respects  he  has 
perhaps  been,  somewhat  unfairly  criticised.  Bom  at  Milhaud,  in 
the  district  of  Rouergue,  in  i7S4i  he  discharged  various  civil 
and  military  employments  in  his  native  province  during  his  youth; 
was  elected  in  1790  member  of  the  Departmental  Assembly,  but 
emigrated  next  year ;  served  in  Condi's  army,  and  then  established 
himself  at  Heidelberg.  His  first  work  was  seized  by  the  Directory, 
but  he  relumed  to  France  soon  afterwards,  and  was  not  molested. 
He  published  a  good  deal  during  the  first  years  of  the  century, 
and,  like  many  other  royalists,  received  overtures  from  Napoleon 
through  Fontanes.  These  he  did  not  exactly  reject,  but  he  availed 
himself  of  them  very  sparingly.  The  Restoration,  on  the  contrary, 
aroused  him  to  vigour.  It  was  owing  to  him  chiefly  that  the  law  of 
divorce  was  altered.  He  entered  the  Academy,  and  in  1823  was 
made  a  peer ;  an  honour  which  he  resigned  at  the  revolution  of 
July.     He  died  in  1840. 

Bonald's  principal  work  is  his  Ligislation  Primitive.  He  also  wrote 
a  book  on  divorce,  and  a  considerable  number  of  miscellaneous 
political  and  metaphysical  works.  His  chief  subjects  of  discussion 
were,  first,  the  theory  of  the  revelation  of  language ;  and  secondly, 
the  theory  of  causality :  in  respect  of  both  of  which  he  combated 
the  materialist  school  of  the  eighteenth  century.  In  polidcs 
Bonald  was  a  thoroughgoing  legidmist  and  monarchist  of  the 
patriarchal  school.  Although  an  orthodox  and  devout  Catholic, 
he  does  not  lay  the  stress  on  the  temporal  power  of  the  pope 
that  the  author  of  Du  Pape  does.  With  him  the  king  is  the  imme- 
diate instrument  of  God  in  governing.  He  has  been  accused  of 
reducing  things  too  much  to  formulas,  and  of  repeating  his  formulas 
too  often.  But  this  itself  was  in  great  part  the  effect  of  reaction 
against  the  vague  declamation  of  the  phiksophet. 


CHAPTER    VII. 


SCIENTIFIC  WRITERS. 


As  the  sciences  divide  and  subdivide  themselves  more  and  more, 
the  works  which  treat  of  them  become  less  and  less  the  subject  of 
strictly  literary  history.  Besides  this  truth,  it  is  necessary  to  remember 
the  fact  that  a  large  number  of  treatises,  scientific  in  subject,  were 
in  the  eighteenth  century  professedly  popularised  and  addressed 
to  unprofessional  audiences.  Fontenelle,  D'Alembert,  and  many 
other  authors  already  mentioned,  were  savanls,  but  their  manner 
of  handling  their  subjects  was  far  from  being  strictly  or  wholly 
scientific  Yet  there  remain  a  certain  number  of  writers,  who,  their 
reputation  being  derived  wholly  or  mainly  from  their  treatment  of 
subjects  of  science  and  erudition,  are  better  dealt  with  separately. 

The  head  and  chief  of  these  is  beyond  ail  question  Buffon. 
George  Louis  Leclerc,  who  was  made  Count  de  Buffon  „  _ 
by  Louis  XV^  was  bom  at  Montbard  in  Burgundy,  on 
Sept.  7,  r707  ;  his  father  was  a  man  of  wealth  and  of  position  in  the 
neblesse  de  robe.  Buffon  was  destined  for  the  law,  but  early  showed 
an  inclination  towards  science.  He  became  acquainted  with  a  young 
English  nobleman,  Lord  Kingston,  who  with  a  tutor  was  taking  the 
then  usual  grand  tour,  and,  after  sharing  this,  visited  England  in 
Kingston's  company.  On  the  English  language  he  spent  considerable 
pains,  translating  Newton,  Hales,  and  TuU  the  agriculturist.  When 
he  returned  to  France  he  devoted  himself  to  scientific  experiments, 
and  in  1739  he  was  appointed  intendant  or  director  of  the  Jardin 
du  Roi,  which  practically  gave  him  command  of  the  national  col- 
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lections  in  zoology,  botany,  and  mineralogy.  He  was  thus  enabled 
to  observe  and  experiment  to  his  heart's  content,  and  to  collect  a 
sufficient  number  of  facts  for  his  vast  Natural  History.  Buffon, 
however,  was  only  half  a  man  of  science.  He  was  at  least  as 
anxious  to  write  pompous  descriptions  and  to  indulge  in  showy 
hypotheses,  as  to  confine  himself  to  plain  scientific  enquiry.  He 
accordingly  left  the  main  part  of  the  hackwork  of  his  HUtoire 
NalurelU  (a  vast  work  extending  to  thirty-six  volumes)  to  assistants, 
of  whom  the  chief  was  Daubenton,  himself  contributing  only  the 
most  striking  and  rhetorical  passages.  The  book  was  very  remark- 
■  able  for  its  time,  as  the  first  attempt  since  Pliny  at  a  collection 
of  physical  facts  at  once  exhaustive,  and  in  a  manner  systeroatised, 
and  though  there  was  much  alloy  mixed  with  its  metal,  it  was  of 
real  value.  Buffon's  life  was  long,  and  he  outlived  all  the  other 
chiefs  of  the  philosophe  party  (to  which  in  an  outside  sort  of  fashion 
he  belonged),  dying  at  Paris  in  the  year  1 788.  It  is  perhaps  easier 
to  condemn  Buffon's  extremely  rhetorical  style  than  to  do  justice 
I  to  it.  To  a  modern  reader  it  too  frequently  seems  to  vei^  on 
!  the  ridiculous,  and  to  do  more  than  verge  on  the  trivial.  It  is 
necessary,  however,  to  take  the  point  of  view  of  the  time.  Buffon 
found  natural  science  in  a  position  far  below  that  assigned  to 
literary  erudition  and  to  the  arts  in  general  estimation.  He  also 
found  it  customary  that  these  arts  and  letters  should  be  treated  in 
pompous  ^ogts.  His  real  interest  in  science  led  him  to  think  that 
the  shortest  way  to  raise  it  was  to  treat  it  in  the  same  manner,  and 
there  is  little  doubt  that  his  method  was  effectual  in  its  degree. 
It  is  perhaps  curious  that  he,  the  author  of  the  phrase  'Le  style 
c'est  I'homme,'  should  have  so  completely  exemplified  it.  Many 
authors  of  elaborate  prose  have  been  perfectly  simple  and  un- 
pretentious in  private  life.  Buffon  was  as  pompous  and  inflated 
as  his  style.  Anecdotes  respecting  him  are  numerous ;  but  perhaps 
the  most  instructive  is  that  which  tells  how,  having  heard  some  one 
speak  of  the  style  of  Montesquieu,  he  asked, '  Si  M.  de  Montesquieu 
avait  nn  style  ? '  It  is  needless  to  say  that  from  any  just  standpoint, ' 
even  of  purely  literary  criticism,  the  hollow  pomp  of  the  Hisloire 
Naturellt  sinks  into  insignificance  beside  the  nervous  and  solid  yet 
graceful  rigour  of  the  Etpril  det  Lois. 
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No  single  scientific  writer  equals  the  fame  of  BalTon,  but  there 
are  not  a  few  who  deserve  to  be  mentioned  after  him.  jtMxvt 
Piene  Louis  Moreau  de  Maupertuis,  a  Breton  by  SoionUflo 
birth,  who  was  a  considerable  mathematician  and  a  'W'rito"- 
physicist  of  more  eccentricity  than  merit,  owes  most  of  his  literary 
celebrity  to  the  patronage  of  Frederick  the  Second,  and  the  pitiless 
r^llery  of  Voltaire,  who  quarrelled  with  him  on  his  visit  to  Berlin, 
where  Maupertuis  was  president  of  the  Academy.  Maupertuis' 
chief  scientific  performance  was  his  mission  to  Lapland  to  de- 
termine the  measurement  of  a  degree  of  longitude  in  1736.  Of 
this  mis^on  be  published  an  account  At  the  same  time  a  similar 
mission  was  sent  to  South  America  under  La  Condamine,  who 
underwent  considerable  hardship,  and,  like  Maupertuis,  published 
his  adventures  when  he  came  back.  Mathematics  were  indeed  the 
favourite  study  of  the  time.  Clairaut,  De  Moivre,  Euler,  Laplace, 
ail  wrote  in  French,  or  belonged  to  French-speaking  and  French- 
descended  races;  while  Voltaire's  own  contributions  to  the  re- 
ception of  Newton's  principles  in  France  were  not  small,  and  his 
beloved  Madame  du  Chitelet  was  an  expert  mathematician. 
Voltaire  also  devoted  much  attention  to  chemistry,  which  was  the 
special  subject  of  such  of  the  Baron  d'Holbach's  labours  as  were 
not  devoted  to  the  overthrow  of  Christianity.  It  was  not,  however, 
till  the  eve  of  the  Revolution  that  the  most  important  discoveries 
in  this  science  were  made  by  Lavoisier  and  others.  The  Empire 
was  a  much  more  favourable  time  fbr  science  than  for  literature. 
Bonaparte  was  fond  of  the  society  of  men  of  science,  and  pleased 
by  their  usual  indifference  to  politics.  Monge,  BerthoUet,  Cham- 
pollion,  were  among  his  favourites.  Geoffroy  Saint-Hilaire  and 
Cuvier  were,  however,  die  chief  men  of  science  of  this  period, 
and  Cuvier  at  least  had  no  mean  command  of  a  literary  style 
sufficient  for  his  purposes.  His  chief  work  of  a  literary-scientific 
character  was  his  discourse  Sur  hs  Revolutions  de  la  Surface  du 
Globe.  Earlier  than  this  the  physician  Cabanis,  in  his  Rapports  at 
Physique  et  it  Morale,  composed  a  semi-materialist  work  of  greai 
excellence  according  to  eighteenth-century  standards,  Bichat's 
La  Vie  el  la  Mort,  the  work  of  an  anatomist  of  the  greyest  talent, 
who  died  young,  also  belongs  to  literature. 
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Some  contributions  to  letters  were  also  made  by  the  voyages  of 
VoyacMond  discovery  which  formed  part  of  the  general  scientific 

TrsTsiB.  curiosity  of  the  time.  The  chief  of  them  is  that  of 
Bougainville,  1771,  which,  giving  the  first  clear  notion  to  French- 
men of  the  South  Sea  Islands,  had  a  remarkably  stimulating  eflfect 
on  the  imaginations  of  the  phihtophe  party. 

In  works  of  pure  erudition  more  directly  connected  with  lite- 
T.tffpifftln  rature,  the  age  was  less  fruitful  than  its  immediate 
And  lilteraiT  predecessor.     The  laborious   studies   of  the   Bene- 

studr.  dictiues,  however,  continued.  One  work  of  theirs, 
important  to  our  subject,  was  projected  and  in  part  carried  out 
under  the  superintendence  chiefly  of  Dom  Rivet.  This  was  the 
Histoire  LitUraire  de  la  France — a  mighty  work,  which,  after  long 
interruption  by  the  Revolution  and  other  causes,  was  taken  up 
again,  and  has  proceeded  steadily  for  many  years,  though  it  has  not 
yet  reached  the  close  of  the  middle  ages.  This  work  was  part,  and 
a  very  important  part,  of  a  revival  of  the  study  of  old  French 
literature.  The  plan  of  the  Benedictines  led  them  at  first  into  the 
literature  of  mediaeval  Latin.  But  the  works  of  the  Trouvferes,  of 
their  successors  in  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries,  and  of  the 
authors  of  the  French  Renaissance,  also  received  attention,  scattered 
at  first  and  desultory,  but  gradually  co-ordinating  and  regulating 
itself.  La  Monnoye,  Lenglet-Dufresnoy,  the  President  Boubier, 
and  many  others,  collected,  and  in  some  cases  edited,  the  work 
of  earlier  times.  The  Marquis  de  Paulmy  began  a  vast  BiMio- 
thique  det  Romans,  for  which  the  Comte  de  Tressan  undertook  the 
modernising  and  reproducing  of  all  the  stories  of  chivahy.  Tressan, 
it  is  true,  had  recourse  onlj  to  late  and  adulterated  versions,  but  his 
work  was  still  calculated  to  spread  some  knowledge  of  what  the 
middle  ages  had  actually  done  in  matter  of  literature.  "La.  Cume  de 
Sainte  Palaye  devoted  himself  eagerly  to  the  study  of  the  language, 
manners,  and  customs  of  chivalry.  Barbazan  collected  the  specially 
French  product  of  the  Fablifiu,  and,  with  his  successor  M^on  (who 
also  edited  the  Roman  du  RtnarC),  provided  a  great  corpus  of 
lighter  mediaeval  literature  for  the  student  to  exercise  himself  npoiu 
By  degrees  this  revived  literature  forced  itself  upon  the  public  eye, 
and  before  the  Republic  bad  given  place  to  the  Empire,  it  received 
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some  attention  at  the  hands  of  official  teachers  of  literature  who 
had  hitherto  scorned  it.  M.  J.  Ch^nier,  Daunou,  and  others,  un- 
dertook the  subject,  and  made  it  in  a  manner  popular ;  while  towards 
the  extreme  end  of  the  present  period  Raynouard  and  Fauriel 
added  the  subject  of  Provencal  Uterature  to  that  of  the  hteiature  of 
Northern  France,  and  helped  to  propagate  the  study  abroad  as  well 
as  at  home. 

In  the  older  fields  the  renown  of  France  for  purely  classical 
scholarship  diminished  somewhat  as  compared  with  the  days  of 
Huet,  Manage,  Dacier,  and  the  Detphin  classics.  The  principal 
work  of  erudition  was  either  directed  towards  the  so-called  phi- 
losophy in  its  wide  sense  of  enquiry  and  speculation  into  politics 
and  manners,  or  else  to  mathematics  and  physics.  The  Bene- 
dictines confined  themselves  for  the  most  part  to  Christian  an- 
tiquity. Yet  there  were  names  of  weight  in  this  department,  such 
as  the  President  H^nault,  a  writer  something  after  the  fashion  of 
Fontenelle,  but  on  cl*sical  subjects;  and  the  President  de  Drosses, 
also  an  archxologist  of  merit,  and  the  author  of  some  pleasant 
Leitres  sur  t Italic,  but  chiefly  noteworthy  as  having  been  among 
the  founders  of  the  science  which  busies  itself  with  the  manners 
and  ctistoms  of  primitive  and  prehistoric  man  in  such  writings  as 
those  on  Navigatiom  aux  Terres  Aus/raUt  and  Le  Cultt  des  Dieux 
Ftticha. 
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INTERCHAPTER   IV. 

SUMMARY  OF  EIGHTEENTH -CENTURY  LITERATURE. 

TuR  eighteenth  century  was  pre-eminently  the  century  of  academic 
literature  in  France :  far  more  so  than  the  seventeenth,  which  had 
seen  the  foundation  of  the  Academic  Fran^Mse.  The  word '  academy' 
in  this  sense  was  an  invention  of  the  Italian  humanists,  prompted  by 
their  Platonic,  or  perhaps  bj-  their  Ciceronian,  studies.  Academies,  or 
coteries  of  men  of  letters  who  united  love  of  society  wiih  the  cul- 
tivation of  literature,  became  common  in  Italj*  during  the  sixteenth 
century,  and  from  Italy  were  translated  to  France.  The  famous 
society,  which  now  shares  with  the  original  school  of  Plato  the 
honour  of  being  designated  in  European  language  as  'The  Academy' 
without  distinguishing  epithet,  was  originally  nothing  but  one  of 
these  coteries  or  dubs,  which  met  at  the  house  of  the  judicious  and 
amiable,  but  not  particularly  learned,  Conrart.  Conrart's  influence 
with  Richelieu,  the  desire  of  the  latter  to  secure  a  favourable 
tribunal  of  critics  for  his  own  literary  attempts,  and  perhaps  also 
his  foreeight  and  his  appreciation  of  the  genius  of  the  French  lan- 
guage, determined  the  Cardinal  to  establish  this  society.  It  was 
modestly  endowed,  and  was  charged  with  the  duty  of  composing 
an  authoritative  Dictionary  of  the  French  literary  language ;  a  task 
the  slow  performance  of  which  has  been  a  stock  subject  of  ridicule 
for  two  centuries  and  a  half  ,  The  Academy,  though  it  suffered 
some  vicissitudes  in  the  Revolutionary  and  Napoleonic  period,  has 
survived  all  changes,  and  is  virtually  one  of  the  most  ancient 
existing  institutions  of  France.  But,  though  it  from  tlje  beginning 
enjoyed  royal  and  ministerial  favour,  it  was  long  before  it  collected 
a  really  represenUtive  body  of  members,  and  it  was  subjected  at 
first  to  a  good  deal  of  raillery.     One  of  Saint -Evremond's  early 
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works  was  a  Com/die  des  Acadimhtu;  while  one  of  the  most  polished 
and  severe  of  his  later  prose  critical  studies  is  a '  Dissertation  on  the 
word  "  Vaste," '  in  which  the  tendency  of  the  Academy  to  trifling 
discussions  (the  curse  of  all  literary  societies),  the  literary  in- 
dolence of  itsjnembers,  and  the  pedagogic  limitations  of  its  critical 
standards,  are  bitterly,  though  most  politely,  ridiculed.  It  did 
itself  little  good  by  lending  its  name  to  be  the  cover  for  Richelieu's 
jealousy  of  the  Cid,  though  there  is  more  justice  in  its  txamen  of 
that  famous  play  than  is  sometimes  supposed.  But  the  institution 
was  thoroughly  germane  to  the  nature,  tastes,  and  literary  needs  of 
the  French  people,  and  it  prospered.  Conrart  was  a  tower  of 
strength  to  it ;  and  in  the  nest  generation  the  methodical  and  adr 
ministrative  talents  of  Perrault  were  of  great  service,  while  it  so  ob- 
viously helped  the  design  of  Louis  XIV,  to  play  the  Augustus,  that 
a  tradidon  of  royal  patronage,  which  was  not  afterwards  broken,  was 
established.  The  greatest  blots  on  the  Academy  were  the  almost  un- 
avoidable servility  which  rewarded  this  patronage,  and  the  private 
rivalries  and  cliques  which  have  occasionally  kept  some  of  the 
greatest  names  of  French  literature  out  of  its  lists.  MoH&ie  and 
Diderot  are  the  most  shining  examples  among  these,  but  many  others 
keep  them  company.  Nevertheless,  by  the  end  of  the  seventeenth 
century  at  least,  it  became  the  recognised  aim  of  every  Frenchman 
of  letters  to  belong  to  the  '  forty  geese  that  guard  the  Capitol '  of 
French  literature,  as  Diderot,  not  quite  a  disinterested  witness, 
called  tbem.  Throughout  the  eighteenth  century  their  power 
was  supreme.  Competition  for  the  various  academic  prizes  was, 
in  the  infancy  of  periodicals,  the  easiest  and  the  commonest  method 
by  which  a  Struggling  man  of  letters  could  make  himself  known; 
and  literary  heresy  of  any  kind  was  an  almost  certain  cause  of 
exclusion  from  ihe  body  when  once  the  dictatorship  of  Fonteneile 
(a  benevolent  autocrat  who,  being  something  of  a  heretic  himself, 
tolerated  freethinking  in  others)  had  ceased.  Moreover,  except  in 
rare  cases,  chiefly  limited  to  persons  of  rank  who  were  elected  for 
reasons  quite  other  than  literary,  it  was  not  usual  for  an  author  to 
gain  admission  to  the  Academy  until  he  was  well  stricken  in  years, 
and  until,  as  a  natural  consequence,  his  tastes  were  for  the  most 
part  formed,  and  be  was  impatient  of  innovation. 
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assembly,  not  a  working  parliament.  The  chief  circumstance  that 
keeps  it  before  the  public  is  the  curious  and  time-honoured  ctistom 
which  ordains  that  the  academician  appointed  to  receive  each 
new  member  shall,  in  the  most  polished  and  amiable  manner, 
give  the  most  ironical  description  he  can  of  the  novice's  achieve- 
ments and  claims  to  recognition. 
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CHAPTER   I. 

THE  WRITERS  OF  THE  LATER   TRANSITION. 

The  last  inter-chapter  will  at  once  have  indicated  the  defects 
under  which  the  later  classical  literature  of  France  laboured,  and 
the  remedies  which  were  necessary  for  them.  Those  remedies 
began  to  be  applied  early  in  the  reign  of  Charles  X.,  and  the 
lilerary  revolution  which  accompanied  them  is  called  i-ba 

the  Romantic  movement.  Striclly  speaking,  this  Bomantlo 
movement  was  not  supposed  to  affect  any  branch  Movement 
of  letters  except  Poetry,  Drama,  Fiction,  and  the  Belles  Lettres 
generally ;  in  reality  its  influence  was  far  wider.  Nor  did  the  entire 
century  see  it  exhausted'.  As  is  usual  in  the  later  stages  of 
safh  things,  this  influence  is  in  part  disguised  under  the  form 
of  apparent  reactions,  developments,  modifications,  and  other  eddies 
or  backwaters  of  the  great  wave.  But,  as  the  Romantic  movement 
was  above  all  things  a  movement  of  literary  emancipation,  it  can 
never  be  said  to  be  superseded  until  fresh  chains  are  imposed  on 
literattire.  Of  this  there  is  as  yet  no  sign,  the  various  'schools' 
started  during  the  last  quarter  of  the  ceniury  having  been  com- 
paratively unproductive  and  already  in  most  cases  short-lived. 
I  The  lender  is  reminded  that  the  standpoint  liencelbrth  is  1900.  Foe 
anything  later  see  Postscript.  ■  ■ 
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(  '  Naturalism,'  for  instance,  sometimes  regarded  as  the  successor  of 
VRomanticism,  is  in  fact  only  a  partial  transformation  of  it. 

The  literature  of  the  Revolution,  the  Empire,  and  the  early 
Restoration,  vhich  has  been  in  part  already  surveyed,  displayed 
the  last  effete  products  of  the  old  classical  tradition  side  by  side 
with  the  vigorous  but  nondescript  and  tentative  efforts  at  reform 
of  Chateaubriand,  Madame  de  StaSl,  Courier,  and  others.  So 
the  first  products  of  the  new  movement  found  themselves  side  by 
side  with  what  may  be  called  a  second  generation  of  the  transi- 
tion. The  names  which  chiefly  illustrate  this  second  generation 
must  be  dealt  with  before  the  Romantics  proper  are  arrived  at. 
The  chief  of  them  are  Kranger,  Lamartine,  Lamennais,  Cousin, 
Writer*  of  Stendhal,  Nodier,  and  the  dramatists  Alexandre  Soumet 
ths  later  and  Casimir  Delavigne,  wilh  a  certain  fringe  of  less 
Tranaition.  important  names.  Most  of  these,  while  irresistibly 
impelled  half-way  towards  the  movement,  stood  aloof  from  it  in 
feeling  and  tasie ;  others,  such  as  Stendhal,  exercised  upon  it  an 
influence  not  much  observed  at  first,  but  deep,  lasting,  and  in- 
creasing as  it  lasted;  one,  Nodier,  threw  in  his  lot  with  it  frankly 
and  decidedly. 

Pierre  Jean  de  B^ranger  is  one  of  the  most  original  and  not 
the  least  pleasant  figures  in  the  catalogue  of  French 
poets.  His  life,  though  long,  was  comparatively  un- 
/  eventful.  Despite  the  particle  of  nobility,  he  belonged  to  the 
;  middle  class,  and  rather  to  the  lower  than  to  the  upper  portion 
of  it;  for,  if  his  father  was  a  man  of  business,  his  grandfather 
was  a  tailor.  He  was  bom  in  1780,  lived  in  his  youth  with  an 
aunt  at  P^ronne,  was  then  apprenticed  to  a  printer,  and  in  1^4 
was  saved  from  absolute  poverty  only  by  the  patronage  of  Lucien 
Bonaparte,  to  whom  he  had  sent  some  of  his  verses,  and  who 
procured  him  a  small  government  jlerkship.  He  held  this  for 
some  years.  After  the  Restoration,  B^ranger,  whose  political 
creed  was  an  odd  compound  of  Bonapartism  and  Republicanism, 
got  into  trouljle  with  the  government  for  his  political  songs.  He 
was  repeatedly  fined  and  imprisoned,  but  each  sentence  made  him 
more  popular.  After  the  Revolution  of  July,  however,  he  refused 
to  accept  any  favours  from  the  Orleanist  dynasty,  and  lived  quietly, 
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publishing  nothing  after  1833.  In  1848  he  was  elected  to  the 
Assembly,  but  immediatelj'  resigned  his  seat.  He  behaved  lo  the 
Second  Empire  as  he  had  behaved  to  the  July  monarchy,  refusing 
all  honours  and  appointments.  He  died  in  1857.  B^ranger's 
poetical  works  consist  entirely  of  chamont,  political,  amatory, 
bacchanalian,  satirical,  philosophical  after  a  fashion,  and  of  almost 
every  other  complesion  that  the  song  can  possibly  take.  Their 
form  is  exactly  that  of  the  eighteenth-century  chattson,  the 
frivolity  and  licence  of  language  being  considerably  curtailed,  and 
the  range  of  subjects  proportionately  extended. 

The  popularity  of  B^ranger  with  ordinary  readers,  both  in  and 
out  of  his  own  country,  has  always  been  immense;  but  a  some- 
what singular  reluctance  to  admit  his  merits  has  been  shown  by 
successive  generations  of  purely  literary  critics.  In  France  his 
early  contemporaries  found  fault  with  him  on  the  one  hand  for 
being  a  mere  ehansonnier,  and,  on  the  other,  for  dealing  with  the 
chattson  in  a  graver  tone  than  that  of  his  masters,  Fanard,  Coll^, 
Gouffd,  and  his  immediate  predecessor  and  in  part  contemporary, 
Desaugiers.  The  sentimental  school  of  the  Restoration  thought 
him  vulgar  and  unromantic.  The  Romantics  proper  disdained  his 
pedestrian  and  conventional  style,  his  classic  vocabulary.  The 
neo-Catholics  disliked  his  Voltairianism.  The  Royalists  and  the 
Republicans  detested,  and  detest  equally,  though  from  the  most 
opposite  sides,  his  devotion  to  the  Napoleonic  legend.  Lastly, 
the  half-free  thinking,  half- dilettante  school  founded  by  M.  Renan 
combined  most  of  these  hatreds,  and  endeavoured  to  sink  his 
reputation  Ipwer  than  ever.  The  'vulgate'  If  not  vulgar  opinion 
was  perhaps  truly  formulated  by  M.  Lanson  to  the  effect  that  he 
is  '  irrem^diablement  vulgaire'  in  thought,  and  that  his  style  is  'le 
style  de  Scribe '  {v.  infra). 

Yet  Kranger  deserves  his  popularity,  and  does  not  deserve  the 
grudging  appreciation  of  critics.  His  one  serious  fault  is  bis 
retention  of  the  conventional  mannerism  of  the  eighteenth  century 
in  point  of  poetic  diction,  and  he  might  argue  that  time  had  almost 
irrevocably  associated  this  with  the  chanson  style.  His  versifica- 
tion, careless  as  it  looks,  is  really  studied  with  a  great  deal  of  care 
and  success.     As  to  his  matter,  only  prejudice  against  his  political. 
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■  religious,  and  ethical  altitude  can  miss  the  lively  wit  of  his  best 
'  work;  its  remarkable  pathos;  its  sound  common  sense;  its  hearty, 
I  if  somewhat  narrow  and  mistaken,  patriotism ;  its  freedom  from 
self-seeking  and  personal   vanity,  spite,  or  greed;   its  thorough 
Vjiumanity  and  wholesome  natural  feeling.    The  criticism  which 
cannot  relish  poetry  higher  than  his  is  indeed  unfortunate ;  but  it 
is  perhaps  only  less  unfortunate  to  be  unable  to  recognize  poetry, 
Kuch  as  it  is,  in  him-    Nor  can  it  be  fairly  said  that  hia  range  is 
narrow.     Le  Grem'er,  Le  Hoi  d  Yveloi,  Rogtr  Bontemps,  Let  Souve- 
nirs du  Peuplt,  Les  Fous,  Les  Guettx,  cover  a  considerable  variety 
of  tones  and  subjects,  all  of  which  are  happily  treated.    B^ranger 
indeed  was  not  in  the  least  a  literary  poet.    But  there  is  room  in 
literature  for  other  than  merely  literary  poets,  and  among  these 
B^ranger  ivill  always  hold  a  very  hi^  place.     The  common  com- 
parison of  him  to  Bums  is  in  this  erroneous,  that  the  element  of 
passion,  which  is  the  most  prominent  in  Bums,  is  almost  absent 
from  B^ranger,  and  that  the  unliterary  character  which  was  an 
accident  with  Burns  was  with  B^ranger  essential.     The  point  of 
^contact  is,  that  boih  were  among  the  most  admirable  of  song 
1  writers,  and  that  both  hit  infallibly  the  tastes  of  the  masses  among 
\  their  countrymen.     To  have  hit  these  is  not  itself  an  infaUible 
mark  of  greatness.     But  there  are  few  worse  critical  faults  than  to 
assume  that  what  is  popular  cannot  be  good,  however  certain  it 
may  be  that  popularity  does  not  constitute  goodness. 

Alphonse  Prat  de  Lamartine  was  in  almost  every  conceivable 
respect  the  exact  opposite  to  B^ranger.  He  was  bom 
at  Macon,  on  the  aist  of  October,  1791,  of  a.  good 
family  of  Franc  he- Comt^,  which,  though  never  very  rich,  had 
long  devoted  itself  to  arms  and  agriculture  only.  His  father  was 
a  strong  royalist,  was  imprisoned  during  the  Terror,  and  escaped 
narrowly.  Lamartine  was  educated  principally  by  the  Fires  de  la 
Foi,  and,  after  leaving  school,  spent  some  time  iirst  at  home  and 
then  in  Italy,  The  Restoration  gave  him  entrance  to  the  royal 
bodyguard ;  but  he  soon  exchanged  soldiering  for  diplomacy,  and 
was  appointed  attach^  in  Italy.  He  had  already  (1820)  published 
the  M^dilalims,  his  first  volume  of  verse,  which  had  a  great 
success.     LamattiAe  manied  an  English  lady  in  iSaa,  and  spent 
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some  years  in  the  French  legations  at  Naples  and  Florence.  He 
was  elected  to  the  Academy  in  1839.  After  the  revolution  of  July 
he  set  out  for  the  East,  but,  being  elected  by  a  constituency  to 
the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  returned.  He  acquired  much  fame  as 
an  orator,  contributed  not  a  little  to  the  overthrow  of  Louis 
Philippe,  and  in  1848  enjoyed  for  a  brief  space  something  not 
unlike  a  dictatorship.  Power,  however,  soon  slipped  through  his 
hands,  and  he  retired  into  private  life.  His  later  days  were  troubled 
by  money  dilhcuhies,  though  he  wrote  incessantly.  In  1867  he 
received  a  large  grant  from  the  government  of  Napoleon  HI., 
and  Hied  not  long  afterwards — in  1869.  The  chief  works  of 
Lamartine  are,  in  verse,  the  aheady  mentioned  Mfdilalions  (of 
which  a  new  series  appeared  in  1823),  the  ffarmonies,  1829,  the 
Recutiliemmls,  Le  Dernier  Chant  du  P/ierinage  ^Harold,  Joctlyn, 
La  Chute  d'un  Ange,\h.e  two  last  being  fragments  of  a  huge  epic 
poem  on  the  ages  of  the  world;  in  prpse,  Souvem'rt  tf Orient, 
Hisioire  des  Girmdins,  La  Confidences,  Raphael,  Graziella,  besides 
an  immense  amount  of  work  for  the  booksellers,  in  history,  bio- 
graphy, criticism,  and  fiction,  produced  in  his  later  days. 

Lamartine's  characteristics,  both  in  prose  and  verse,  are  well) 
marked.  He  is  first  of  all  a  sentimentalist  and  a  landscape-painter, 
and  French  poets  have  as  a  rule  been  neither.  fThls  is  what 
Sainie-Beuve  meant  when,  to  Mr.  Arnold's  frank  confes»on  that 
he  could  not  think  Lamartine  '  important,'  the  great  critic  replied, 
'  He  is  important/v  us!  This  is  practically  the  gist  of  M,  Faguet's 
admirable  essay  ^,  which  is  not  so  much  a  panegyric  of  Lamartine 
as  an  admission  of  the  shortcomings  of  his  predecessors,  and 
which,  written  after  his  return  to  popularity  in  France,  will  be 
found  in  ^t  a  justification  of  what  had  t)een  urged  against  him 
earlier.  He  may  indeed  be  said  to  have  wrought  into  .verse  what 
Rousseau,  Bemardin  de  Saint-Pierre,  and  Chateaubriand  had 
already  expressed  in  prose,  supplying  only  an  additional,  and 
perhaps  original,  note  of  medilative  tenderness.  Lamartine's  verse\ 
is  exquisitely  harmonious,  and  frequently  picturesque;  but  it  isl 
deficient  in  vigour  and  brilliancy,  and  marred  by  the  perpetuaU 
current  of  sentimental  complaining.  Beyond  this  he  never  could 
'  Etudes  lur  U  XTX*^  SiicU  (Patis  1887),  p.  73  sq. 
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get ;  his  only  important  attempt  in  a  different  and  latger  style,  the 
Chult  dun  Ange,  being,  though  not  without  merits,  on  the  whole 
a  failure.  Attempts  have  been  made  to  represent  him  as  a  philo- 
sophical poet:  and  M,  Scherer,  a  Wordsworlhian  in  his  way,  has 
even  put  him  above  Wordsworth  in  some  respects  as  expressing 
adoration  of  nature.  But  no  catholic  student  of  poetry  can  admit 
ihis.  In  harmony  of  verse  and  delicate  tenderness  of  feeling  his 
poetry  was  an  enormous  advance  on  the  eighteenth  century,  and 
its  power  over  its  first  readers  is  easily  understood.  But  Lamar- 
tine  made  little,  if  any,  organic  change  in  the  mechanism  of  French 
poetr)',  so  far  as  its  versification  is  concerned,  while  his  want  of 
range  in  subject  equally  disabled  him  from  effecting  a  revolution. 
His  best  poems,  such  as  Id  Lac,  Paysage  dans  U  Golfe  de  G/nes, 
Lt  Premitr  Regret,  are  however  among  the  happiest  expressions 
of  a  dainty  but  rather  conventional  melancholy,  irreproachable 
from  ihe  point  of  view  of  morals  and  religion,  thoroughly  weU- 
bred,  and  creditably  aware  of  the  beauties  of  nature,  which  it 
describes  and  reproduces  with  a  great  deal  of  skill. 
The  history  of  his  reputation  during  the  century  is  extremely 

.  interesting,  because,  though  It  contains  little  that  is  surprising  to 
careful  students  of  literature  on  the  great  scale,  it  is  an  examine 
typical  of  its  kind,  and  very  characteristic  of  Ihe  nineteenth  century 

f  itself.  He  was,  as  has  been  said,  almost  at  once  extremely 
popular,  and  the  rise  of  the  more  briUiant  and  vivacious  Romantic 
school  did  not  at  first  injure  his  popularity  with  readers,  though  it 
did  with  critics.  His  bme  indeed  passed  the  bounds  of  his  own 
country,  and,  especially  in  England,  gained  a  hold  which  has  not 
been  equalled  by  any  of  hie  successors,  even  by  Hugo.  But  the 
rise  of  the  latter  gradually  overshadowed  Lamartine,  and  for  some 
time  before  his  own  death  he  had  been  regarded  with  little  affec- 
tion, indeed  with  a  certain  contempt,  by  most  persons  in  France 
who  took  an  interest  in  poetry.  This  period  of  eclipse  lasted  till 
about  1 880,  and  was  iinaliy  put  an  end  to  by  the  death  of  M.  Hugo 
and  the  tiirn  of  tide  which  followed  it.  The  Hugonic  school 
itself  had  already  split  up  and  dwindled;  the  mere  force  of  vulgar 
reaction  naturally  sought  out  Lamartine  as  a  stick  to  beat  Hugo 
with ;  and,  lastly,  the  curious  morbid  sect  which,  deriving  on  tlie 
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one  side  from  M.  Renan,  on  the  other  from  Beyle,  exercised 
so  much  influence  in  the  last  two  decades  of  the  age,  found  Lamar- 
tine's  sentiment,  hig  half-tones,  his  subdued  lights,  congenial  or  at 
any  rate  not  offensive  to  it  He  had  been  beyond  all  doubt  unduly 
depreciated  in  the  middle  period  just  referred  to ;  but  a  catholic 
criticism  will  be  slow  to  accept  the  revised  estimate  of  him  in  full. 
For  he  is  quite  of  the  second  order  of  poets,  even  if  a  liberal  ex- 
tension  be  given  to  the  first — sweet  but  not  strong,  elegant  but  not 
full,  not  imitative  but  at  the  same  time  not  original,  not  insmcere 
but  also  never  intense. 

The  next  name  on  the  list  belongs  to  a  far  stronger,  if  a  less 
accomplished,  spirit  than  Lamartine.     F^icit^  Robert 
de  Lamennais  was  born  m  1782,  at  St.  Malo.    In  the 
confusion  of  the  last   decade   of  the  eighteenth  centuiy,  when, 
as  a  contemporary  bears  witness,  even  persona  holding  important 
state  offices  had  often  received  no   regular  education   whatever, 
Lamennais  was  for  the  most  part  his  own  teacher.     He  betook 
himself,  however,  to  literature,  and  in  i8oy  was  appointed  to 
mastership  in  the  St.  Malo  Grammar  School.     Shordy  afterwards 
he  published  a  treatise  on   '  The  Church  during  the  Eighteenth 
Century,'  and,  taking  orders,  before  long  followed  it  up  by  others. 
These  placed  him  in  the  forefront  of  the  Catholic  reaction,  oT 
which  Chateaubriand  from  the  picturesque,  and  Joseph  de  Maistre 
from  the  philosophical  side,  were  the  leaders.     He  took  priest's 
orders  in  1816,  and  in  1817  published  his  Essai  sur  I Indiffireme^ 
en  matiire  de  RtUgion.     This  is  a  sweeping  defence  of  the  absolute 
authority  of  the  Churcii,  but  the  '  rift  within  the  lute '  already 
appears.     Lamennais  bases  this  authority,  according  to  a  tradition 
of  that  very  eighteenth  century  which  he  most  ardently  opposes,  on  J. 
universal  consent.    Although  therefore  the  deductive  portion  of  his  ' 
argument  is  in  thorough   accordance   with  Roman  doctrine,  the  ' 
inductive  portion  can  hardly  be  said  to  be  so,  and  it  prepared  the ' 
way  for  his  subsequent  change  of  front.     For  a  time  Lamennais," 
contented  himself  with  the  hope  of  establishing  a  sect  of  liberal 
royalist  Catholics.     A  rapid  succession  of  journals,  most  of  which 
were    suppressed,    led    to    the    Avenir,    in   which    Montalembert, 
Lacordaire,  and  others  took  part,  and  which,  like  some  English 
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\  periodicals  of  a  later  period,  aimed  directly  at  the  union  ofortho- 
j  dos  religious  principles  of  the  Roman  complexion  with  poluical 
^  liberalism,  and  a  certain  freedom  of  thought  in  other  directions. 
The  Avenir  was  definitely  censured  by  Gregory  XVI,  in  1833, 
and  Lamennais  rapidly  fell  away  from  his  previous  orthodoxy.   He 
had  established  himself  in  the  country  with  a  following  of  youthful 
disciples.    Of  these  the  best-known  now  is  Maurice  de  Gn^rin, 
a  feeble  poet  who  died  young,  but  who,  with  his  abler  sister 
Eugenie,  interested  Sainte-Beuve,  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold,  and  others. 
r  Les  Paroles  d'un  Croyant,  which  appeared  in  l83^^  united  specu- 
lative Republicanism  of  the  most  advanced  kind  with  a  direct 
defiance  of  Rome  in  matter  of  religion,  and  this  was  followed  by 
-  a  long  series  of  works  in  the  same  spirit    Lamennais'  ardent  and 
.  ill-balanced  temperameat,  the  chief  note  of  which  was  the  most 
excessive  personal  vanity,  no  sooner  threw  off  the  yoke  of  orthodoxy 
than  it  ran  to  the  opposite  extreme,  and  the  Catholic  royalist  of 
the  First  Empire  became  an  atheistic,  or  at  most  theistic,  democrat. 
Lamennais  died  in  1854.     He  had  a  great  influence  both  on  men 
j   and  on  books  in  France,   and  his  literary   work   is  extremely 
i^remarkaUe.      It   hears   the    marks   of  his  insufficient   education 
/-and  of  his  excitable  temperament.    In  the  Paroles  d'un  Croyanl 
the    style   is   altogether    ap)0calyptic   in    its  mystic    and    broken 
declamation,  tiill  of  colour,  energy,  and  vague  imprest veness,  but 
entirely  wanting  in  order,  lucidity,  and  arrangement.     The  earlier 
works  show  something  of  this,  though  necessarily  not  so  much. 
Lamennais'  literary,  as  distinguished  from  his  political  and  social, 
importance  consists  in  the  fact  that  he  was  practically  the  first  to 
introduce   this  style  into  French.      He   has  since  had   notable 
disciples,  among  whom  Michelet  and  even  Victor  Hugo  may  be 
ranked. 

The  contrast  of  the  return  from  Lamennais  to  Cousin  is  almost 
as  great  as  that  of  the  change  from  Lamartine  to  Lamennais. 
The  careers  of  the  poet  and  the  philosopher  have  indeed  some- 
thing in  common,  for  Cousin's  delicate,  exquisite,  and  somewhat 
-  TTotor  feminine  prose  style  is  a  nearer  analogue  to  the  poetry 
Otwoin-  of  Lamartine  even  than  the  lalter's  own  prose,  and 
4ie  sudden  decline  of  Cousin's  reputation   in  philosophy  almost 
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matches  that  of  Lamartine's  reputation  as  a  poet,  though  it  has  as 
yet  shown  no  signs  of  revival.  Victor  Cousin  was  bom  in  1 792,  at 
Paris,  and  was  one  of  the  most  brilliant  pupils  of  the  Lyc^e  Charle- 
magne. He  passed  thence  to  the  £cole  Normale,  and,  in  the  year 
of  the  Restoration,  became  Assistant  Professor  to  Royer  Collard 
at  the  Sorbonne.  He  adopted  vigorously  the  doctrines  of  that 
philosopher,  which  practically  amounted  to  a  translation  of  the 
Scottish  school  of  Reid  and  Stewart,  but  he  soon  combined  with 
them  much  that  he  borrowed  from  Kant  and  his  successors  in 
Germany.  This  latter  country  he  visited  twice;  on  the  second 
occasion  with  the  unpleasant  result  of  an  arrest.  He  soon  returned 
lo  France,  however,  and  became  distinguished  as  a  supporter  of 
the  Uberal  party.  The  years  immediately  before  and  after  the  July 
Revolution  were  Cousin's  most  successful  time.  His  lectures  were 
crowded,  his  eclecticism  was  novel  and  popular,  and  when  after 
July  itself  he  became  officially  powerful  he  distinguished  himself  hy 
patronising  young  men  of  genius,  who  however  were  apt  to  com- 
plain that  the  success  to  which  he  helped  them  lost  them  his 
friendship.  During  the  reign  of  Louis  Philippe  he  was  one  of  the 
most  influential  of  men  of  letters,  though,  curiously  enough,  "he 
combined  with  his  political  liberalism  a  certain  tendency  to  re- 
action in  matters  of  pure  literature.  After  1848  he  retired  from 
public  life,  and,  though  he  survived  for  nearly  twenty  years,  pro: 
duced  little  more  in  philosophy.  His  brilliant  but  patchy  eclec- 
ticism had  had  its  day,  and  he  saw  it;  but  he  earned  new  and 
perhaps  more  lasting  laurels  by  betaking  himself  to  the  study  of 
French  literary  history,  and  producing  some  charming  essays  on  the 
ladies  of  the  Fronde.  Cousin's  history  is  interesting  as  an  instance 
of  the  accidental  prosperity  which,  in  the  first  half  of  this  century, 
the  mixture  of  politics  and  literature  brought  to  men  of  letters. 
But  his  own  literary  merits  are  \trf  considerable.  Without  the 
freedom  and  originality  of  the  great  writers  who  were  for  the  most 
part  his  juniors  by  ten  or  twenty  years,  he  possessed  a  style  studied 
from  the  best  models  of  the  seventeenth  century,  which,  despite 
a  certain  artificiality,  has  great  beauty.  Besides  editions  of  philo- 
sophical classics,  the  chief  works  of  his  earlier  period  are  Fragmmtt 
Philosophiques,  1827,  Court  de  tHisloire  de  la  FMlosopkie,  1827; 
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of  his  later,  Du  Vrat,  Du  Beau  tl  du  Bien,  and  his  studies  on  the 
women  of  the  seventeenth  century. 

The  author  now  to  be  noticed  found,  for  a  long  time,  little  place 
in  histories  of  literature,  and  estimates  of  his  positive  value  are  even 
yet  much  divided,  despite  a  vast  increase,  both  of  knowledge  about 
him  and  of  attention  to  him,  during  recent  years. 
■■'.iv^    ,,[  Henri  Beyle,   who  wrote  under  the  name  of  De 

Stendhal,  was  bom  at  Grenoble  in  January,  1783.  His  family 
belonged  to  the  middle  class,  though,  unfortunately,  Bej^e  allowed 
himself  during  the  Empire  to  be  called  M.  de  Beyle,  and  incurred 
not  a  little  ridicule  In  consequence.  His  literary  aUas  was  also,  it 
may  be  noticed,  arranged  so  as  to  claim  nobility.  He  was  a. clever 
boy,  but  manifested  no  special  predilection  for  any  profession.  At 
last  he  entered  the  army,  and  served  in  it  (chiefly  in  the  non- 
combatant  branches)  on  some  important  occasions,  including  the 
campaigns  of  the  Sl  Bernard,  of  Jena,  and  of  Moscow.  He  also 
held  some  employments  in  the  civil  service  of  the  Empire.  At  the 
Restoration  he  went  to  Italy,  which  was  always  bis  favourite  place 
of  residence;  but  when  in  i8ai  political  troubles  began  to  arise 
he  Vas  '  politely'  expelled  by  the  Austrian  police.  After  this  he 
lived  chiefly  in  Paris,  making  part  of  his  living  by  the  unexpected 
function  of  contributing  to  the  London  New  Monthly  Magazine. 
He  knew  English  well,  admired  our  literature,  and  visited  London 
more  than  once.  Being,  as  far  as  he  was  a  politician  at  all, 
a  Bonapardst,  he  was  not  specially  interested  in  the  Revolution  of 
t83o;  but  it  was  profitable  to  him,  for  through  some  of  bis  friends 
he  was  appointed  French  consul,  first  at  Trieste,  and  then  (the 
Austrians  objecting)  at  Civitk  Vecchia.  He  lived,  however,  chiefly 
at  Rome,  and  travelled  a  good  deal.  Latterly  his  health  was  weak, 
and  he  died  at  Paris,  in  1841,  of  apoplexy.  He  was  buried  at 
Montmartre;  but,  with  his  usual  eccentricity,  he  directed  that  his 
epitaph  should  be  written  in  Italian,  and  he  was  described  as  a 
Milanese.  Beyle's  character,  personal  and  literary,  was  very  peculiar. 
In  temperament,  religious  views,  and  social  ideas  he  was  a  belated 
philosephe  of  the  Diderot  school.  But  in  literature  he  had  improved 
even  on  Diderot,  and  very  nearly  anticipated  the  full  results  of  the 
Romantic  movement,  while  in  politics,  as  has  been  said,  he  was 
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an  Imperialist.  His  vorlis  are  pretty  voluminous.  They  consist 
of  novels  (La  Ckartraue  de  Parme,  Armance,  Lt  Rouge  el  le  Noir, 
etc.);  of  criticism  {Histoirt  de  la  Peinturt  en  Ilalie,  Racine  el 
Shakespeare,  Melanges) ;  of  biography  (Lives  of  Napoleon,  Haydn, 
Mozart,  Metasiasio,  etc.);  of  topographical  writing  of  a  miscellaneous 
kind  {Promenades  dans  Rome,  Naples  el  Florence,  etc.) ;  and,  lastly, 
of  a  singular  book  entitled  De  t Amour,  which  unites  estraordinary  ' 
acuteness  and  originality  of  thought  with  cynicism  of  expression  I 
and  paradox  of  theory.  In  this  book,  and  in  his  novels,  Beyle  . 
made  himself  the  ancestor  of  what  has  been  called  successively 
Realism  and  Naturalism  in  France.  Perhaps,  however,  his  most 
remarkable  work  was  M^rim^,  of  whose  family  he  was  a  friend, 
and  who,  far  excelling  him  in  merit  of  style  if  not  in  freshness  of 
thought,  learnt  beyond  all  doubt  from  him  his  peculiar  and  half- 
affected  cynicism  of  tone,  his  curious  predilection  for  the  apparently 
opposed  literatures  of  England  and  of  Southern  Europe,  and  not 
improbably  also  his  Imperialism.  Beyle  is  a  difiicult  author  to 
judge  briefly,  the  contradictions,  affectations,  and  oddities  in  him 
demanding  minute  examination.  Of  his  power,  intrinsic  and 
exerted  on  others,  there  is  no  doubt 

The  preceding  paragraph  remains,  with  unimportant  alterations, 
precisely  as  it  stood  in  the  first  edition  of  this  history;  and  at  that 
lime  the  estimate  contained  in  it  would  probably  have  seemed,  if 
anything,  exaggerated  even  to  most  French  readers,  though,  besides 
M^rim^e,  Taine  and  others  were  Beyle's  partisans.  In  the  years 
subsequent  to  1880,  however,  a  certain  school  of  French  novelists 
and  critics,  with  M.  Paul  Bourget  at  their  bead,  directed  attention 
both  by  panegyric  and  imitation  to  his  'psychological'  handling 
of  literature,  and,  either  as  a  consequence  or  as  a  coincidence,  large 
additions  were  made  to  the  general  knowledge  of  him.  No 
new  book  of  imagination,  save  perhaps  the  curious  Lamiel,  was 
indeed  added. to  the  tale  of  his  works ;  but  four  or  five  volumes 
of  letters  and  memoirs  (sometimes  couched  in  a  half  disguise,  as 
Vie  de  Henri  Prulard,  etc.)  added  to  the  knowledge  of  his  life, 
which  had  hitherto  been  chiefly  confined  to  short  and  cautious 
notices  by  his  literary  executor,  by  his  pupil  M6nm6e,  and  by 
critics  and  acquaintances  who,  as  in  the  case  of  Sainte-Beuve,  were 
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by  no  means  always  very  friendly.  These  same  compositions  more- 
over had  to  some  extent  the  character  of  original  work;  for  Beyle, 
who  was  always  egotistic,  was  equally  autobiographic  in  his  original 
work,  and  fantastic  in  his  autobiographies. .  It  cannot  however  be 
said  that  the  new  matter  (devotedly  edited  by  M.  Slryienski),  though 
it  turned  much  guess-work  into  certainty,  added  much  that  could 
not  have — that  had  not  by  intelligent  persons — been  guessed. 
Beyle  appeared  as  a  man  of,  in  some  respects,  disagreeable 
character,  who  had  posed  as  more  offensive  than  he  was ;  and 
as  a  thinker  and  student  both  of  human  nature  and  of  letters,  who 
had  great  acuteness  and  originality,  but  was  frequently  the  dupe 
of  his  own  abhorrence  of  dupers.  The  most  immediate  inQuence 
which  Beyle  exerted  was  in  unhinging,  as  in  the  above-mentioned 
Racine  ei  Shakespeare,  the  doors  which  shut  out  French  thought  and 
taste  from  the  general  literary  'conversation-house'  of  the  world; 
the  most  enduring,  the  manner  in  which,  following  to  a  great  extent, 
but  modifying,  the  example  of  Constant's  Adotphe,  he  introduced 
into  French  novel-writing  the  minute  analysis  of  character,  emotion, 
and  motive,  partly  in  normal  but  still  more  in  morbid  conditions. 
The  three  remaining  writers  require  shorter  notice.  Charles 
Nodier,  who  was  bom  at  Besan^on  in  1780,  and  died 
atParisin  1844,  is  one  of  the  most  remarkable  failures 
of  a  great  genius  in  French  literary  history.  He  did  almost 
everything— lexicography,  text-editing,  criticism,  poetry,  romance 
— and  he  did  everything  well,  but  perhaps  nothing  supremely 
well.  If  an  exception  be  made  to  this  verdict,  it  roust  be  in  favour 
of  his  short  tales,  some  of  which  are  exquisite,  and  all  but,  if  not 
quite,  masterpieces.  As  librarian  of  the  Mazann  Library,  Nodier 
was  a  kind  of  centre  of  the  early  Romantic  circle,  and,  though 
he  was  more  than  twenty  years  older  than  most  of  its  member^ 
he  identified  himself  thoroughly  with  their  aims  and  objects.  His 
consummate  knowledge  of  the  history  and  vocabulary  of  the 
French  tongue  probably  had  no  mean  influence  on  that  con- 
servative and  restorative  character  which  was  one  of  the  best  sides 
of  the  movement.  The  most  noteworthy  things  among  his  original 
work  are  certain  fantasy-pieces,  recalling  to  some  extent  German, 
English,  and  ot^w  exotic  models,  but  touched  with  a  real  originality. 
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ftill  of  grace,  fancy,  and  pathos,  and  only  lacking  the  final  gifts 
of  form  and  style  to  be  of  the  very  first  class.  Such  are  the  tales 
oi  Trilby,  LeLutin  SArgail,  and  Inis  de  las  Sierras,  viinc\\  express, 
and  strongly  stimulated,  the  early  Romantic  fondness  for  the  out- 
landish and  the  weird :  such  the  charming  legend  of  the  F/e  mix 
Mietles,  where  Hoffmann  and  Voltaire  combine :  such  nearly  the 
whole  volume  of  Conies  de  la  VeilUe. 

Casimir  Delavigne  was  born  at  Havre  in  1793,  He  first  dis- 
tinguished himself  by  his  Messiniitmes,  ■■ 
latires  or  patriotic  jeremiads  on  the  supp< 
dalion  of  France  under  the  Restoration.  Then  he  took  to  the 
stage,  and  produced  successively  Z«  Vipres  Siciliennes,  Marino 
Faliero,  Lout's  XI.  (well  known  in  England  from  the  affection 
which  several  English  tragic  actors  have  shown  for  the  title  part), 
Z^s  Enfants  ifEdouard,  etc.  He  also  wrote  Other  non-dramatic 
poems,  most  of  them  of  a  political  character.  Casimir  Delavigne 
is  a.  writer  of  little  intrinsic  worth.  He  held  aloof  from  the 
Romantic  movement,  less  from  dislike  to  its  extravagances  abd 
its  cliquism  than  from  genuine  weakness  and  inability  to  appre- 
ciate the  defects  of  the  classic  tradition.  He  is  in  Gict  the  direct 
successor  of  Duels  and  Marie  Joseph  Ch^nier,  having  forgotten 
something,  but  learned  little.  The  defects  of  his  poems  are  parallel 
to  those  of  his  plays.  His  patriotism  is  conventional,  bis  verse 
conventional,  his  expression  conventional,  though  the  convention 
is  in  all  three  cases  slightly  concealed  by  the  skilful  adoption  of 
a  certain  outward  colouring  of  energy  aiid  picturesqueness.  He 
was  not  unpopular  in  his  day,  being  patronised  to  a  certain  extent 
by  the  extreme  classical  party,  and  recommended  to  the  public  by 
his  liberal  political  principles.  But  he  is  almost  entirely  obsolete 
already,  and  is  never  likely  to  recover  more  than  the  reputation 
due  to  fair  literary  workmanship  in  an  inferior  style. 

Alexandre  Soumet  was  another  dramatist  of  the  same  kind,  but 
perhaps  of  a  less  artificial  stamp.     He  adhered  to  the 
old  model  of  drama,  or  to  something  like  it,  more, 
apparently,  because  it  satisfied  his  requirements,  than  from  abstract 
predilection  for  it,  or  from  dislike  to  the  new  models.     His  Norma 
has  the  merit  of  having  at  least  suggested  the  libretto  of  one  of  the 
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most  popular  of  modem  operas,  and  his  Une  F£te  sous  N&on  is 
not  devoid  of  merit.  Soumet  was  in  the  early  days  of  the  move- 
ment a  kind  of  outsider  in  it,  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  at  any 
time  he  became  an  enemy,  or  that  his  work  is  conspicuous  for 
any  fetal  defects  according  to  the  new  method  of  criticism.  A 
deficiency  of  initiative,  rather  than,  as  in  Delavigne's  case,  a  pre- 
ference of  inferior  models,  seems  to  have  been  the  reason  why  he 
did  not  advance  furdier. 

At  the  head  of  the  minor  poets  of  this  transition  period  has  to 
Hig^  be  mentioned  Millevoye,  who  might,  perhaps  with 
Poets  of  the  equal  or  greater  appropriateness,  have  found  a  place 
TifUMition  in  (he  preceding  book.  He  is  chiefly  remarkable  as 
^taly  ^^^  author  of  one  charming  piece  of  sentimental  verse, 
Bonuuitio  La  Chuli  its  Feuilles ;  and  as  the  occasion  of  an 
MoTftinent.  immortal  criticism  of  Sainte-Beuve's,  'II  se  trouve 
dans  les  trois  quarts  des  bommes  un  po^te  qui  meurt  jeune  tandis 
que  I'homme  survit.'  The  peculiarity  of  Millevoye  and  his  happi- 
ness was  that  he  did  not  survive  the  death  of  the  poet  in  him, 
but  died  at  the  age  of  thirty-four.  Except  the  piece  just  mentioned, 
he  wrote  little  of  value,  and  his  total  work  is  not  large.  But  he 
may  be  described  as  a  simpler,  a  somewhat  less  harmonious,  but 
a  less  tautologous  Lamartine,  to  whom  the  gods  were  kind  in 
allowing  him  to  die  young.  A  curious  contrast  to  Millevoye  is 
furnished  by  his  contemporary,  Ulric  Guttinguer.  Guttinguer  was 
bom  in  1785,  and,  like  Nodier,  he  joined  himself  frankly  to  the 
Romantic  movement,  and  was  looked  up  to  as  a  senior  by  its  more 
active  promoters.  Like  Millevoye,  he  has  to  rest  his  fame  almost 
entirely  on  one  piece,  the  verses  beginning,  'lis  ont  dit:  I'amour 
passe  et  'sa  flamme  est  rapide ; '  but,  unlike  him,  he  lived  to  a  great 
age,  and  was  a  tolerably  fertile  producer.  By  the  side  of  these 
two  poets  ranks  Marceline  Desbordes-Valmore,  who  shares,  with 
Louise  Lab^  and  Marie  de  France,  the  first  rank  among  the 
poetesses  of  her  coimtry,  Madame  Desbordes-Vaimore  was  bom 
in  1787,  and  died  in  1859.  Her  first  volume  of  poems  was  pub- 
lished in  1819,  and,  as  in  all  the  verse  of  this  time,  the  note  of 
sentiment  dominates.  She  continued  to  publish  volumes  at  inter- 
vals until  1843,  and  another  was  added  after  her  death.    Great 
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sweelness  and  pathos,  with  a  total  absence  of  affectation,  dis- 
tinguish her  work.  Perhaps  her  best  piece  is  the  chaiming  song, 
in  a  kind  of  irregular  rondeau  form,  S'il  avail  sit.  Jean  Polonius, 
whose  real  name  was  Labenski,  was  a  Russian,  who  contributed 
frequently  to  the  Annates  Remanlxquts,  and  subsequently  published 
two  volumes  of  French  poetry.  Emile  and  Antoni  Deschamps 
were  the  translators  of  the  Romanllc  movement.  Antoni  accom- 
plished a  complete  translation  of  Dante,  Emile  translated  from 
English,  German,  and  Italian  poets  indifferently.  They  also 
published  original  poems  together,  and  separately.  Madame 
Tastu  was  also  a  translator,  or  rather  a  paraphraser,  and  an  author 
of  original  poems  of  a  sentimental  kind.  Lastly,  Jean  Reboul, 
a  native  of  Nimes,  and  born  in  a  humble  situation,  deserves  a  place 
among  these. 
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CHAPTER   II. 

1830. 

It  was  reserved  for  a  younger  generation  than  that,  some  of 
whose  members  have  been  noticed  in  the  last  chapter,  actually  to 

cross  the  Rubicon,  and  to  achieve  the  reform  which 
Bonuntio  ^'^  needed.  The  assistance  which  the  vast  spread 
FtopKgaada  6f  periodical  literature  lent  to  such  an  attempt  has 
'^  ^^°*"'     ***">  already  noted,  and  it  was  in  four  periodical 

publications  that  the  first  definite  blast  of  the  literary 
revolution  was  sounded.  In  these  the  movement  was  carried  on 
for  many  years  before  the  famous  representation  of  Htrnani,  which 
announced  the  triumph  of  the  innovators.  These  four  publicadons 
were ;  first,  Lt  Conservateur  LiU&aire  (a  journal  published  as  early 
asiSi^,  before  the  Odes  of  Victor  Hugo,  who  was  one  of  its  main- 
stays, or  even  the  MMitattons  of  Lamartine  had  appeared) ;  secondly, 
the  AnnaUs  Romantiquts,  which  began  in  1823,  with  perhaps  the 
most  brilliant  list  of  contributors  that  any  periodical — with  the  pos- 
able  exception  of  the  nearly  contemporary  London  Magazine — ever 
bad :  a  list  including  Chateaubriand,  Lamennais,  Lamartine,  Joseph 
de  Maistre  (posthumously),  Alfred  de  Vigny,  Henri  de  Latouche, 
Hugo,  Nodier,  B^ranger,  Casimir  Delavigne,  Madame  Desbordes- 
Valmore,  and  Delphine  Gay,  afterwards  Madame  de  Girardin. 
Although  not  formally,  this  was  practically  a  kind  of  annual  of  the 
Muse  Franfaise,  which  had  pretty  nearly  the  same  contributors, 
and  conducted  the  warfare  in  more  definitely  polemical  manner 
by  criticism  and  precept,  as  well  as  by  example.  But  this  journal 
was,  at  any  rate  for  a  time,  the  organ  rather  of  the  intermediate  and 
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transitionary  school  of  Soumet  and  DelavIgTie  than  of  the  extreme 
Romantics.  Lastly,  there  was  the  important  newspaper — a  real 
newspaper  this — called  Le  Glebt,  which  appeared  in  i8aj.  The 
other  Romantic  organs  had  been  either  colourless  as  regards 
politics,  or  else  more  or  less  definitely  conservative  and  monar- 
chical, the  Middle-Age  influence  being  still  strong.  The  Globt 
was  avowedly  liberal  in  politics.  Men  of  the  greatest  eminence 
in  various  ways,  Joaffroy,  Damiron,  Piene  Leroux,  and  Charles 
de  R^musat,  wrote  in  it;  but  its  literary  importance  in  history 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  here  Sainte-Beuve,  the  critic  of  the  move- 
ment, b^;an,  and  for  a  long  time  carried  out,  the  vast  series  of 
critical  studies  of  French  and  other  literature  which,  partly  by 
destruction  and  partly  by  construction,  made  the  older  literary 
theory  for  ever  obsolete.  The  various  names  in  poetry  and  prose 
of  this  Romantic  Movement  must  now  be  reviewed. 

Victor  Marie  Hugo '  was  bom  at  Besan^on  on  the  aSth  of 
February,  1803.  His  father  was  an  officer  of  distinc-  Tiotor 
tion  in  Napoleon's  army,  his  mother  was  of  Vend^an  Hobo. 
blood  and  of  royalist  principles,  which  last  her  son  for  a  long  time 
shared.  His  literary  activity  began  extremely  early.  He  was,  as 
has  been  seen,  a  contributor  to  the  Conservaleur  LitUraire  at  the 
age  of  seventeen,  and,  with  much  work  which  he  did  not  choose  to 
preserve,  some  which  still  worthily  finds  a  place  in  hb  published 
coUections  appeared  there.  Indeed,  with  his  two  brothers,  Abel 
and  Eugene,  he  took  a  principal  share  in  the  management  of  the 
periodical.  His  Odts  et  Po/sies  Diverses  appeared  in  rSaa,  when 
be  was  twenty,  and  were  followed  two  years  afterwards  by  a  fresh 
collection.  In  these  poems,  though  great  strength  and  beauty  of 
diction  are  apparent,  nothing  that  can  be  called  distinct  innovation 
appears.     It  is  o[herwise  with  the  Odes  et  Ballades  of  1826,  and 

'  The  life  0/  Hogo  and  the  history  of  his  works  have  beeo  tabjected  to 
thoroDgh  if  also  pitiless  tTeatmeot  la  the  fonr  Tolames  of  M.  Edmond  Bir^, 
V.  H.  avam  1830,  a/rtj  1830,  and  apris  1851  (Paris,  18S3-1894),  There  ' 
may  t«  somclhing  a  little  repngnaiic  in  M.  Bird's  processei.  and  his  cridcism  of 
parely  literaiy  things  is  often  not  happy.  Bat  It  mnit  be  alloved  that  Hugo, 
by  his  violent  changes  of  opinioq,  his  equally  violent  attacks  on  those  who 
thought  as  he  had  tboaght  at  other  times,  his  eelostal  vanity,  and  hia 
somewhat  Fopi an  tricki,  too  oftm  inviled  rough  handling. 

Kk 
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the  Otitnlalti  of  1829.  Here  the  Romantic  challenge  is  definitely 
thrown  down.  The  subjects  are  taken  bj  preference  from  times 
and  countries  which  the  classical  tradition  had  regarded  as  bar* 
barous.  The  metres  and  rhythm  are  studiously  broken,  varied, 
and  irregular;  the  language  has  the  uimost  possible  glow  of 
colour  as  opposed  to  the  cold  correctness  of  classical  poetry,  the 
conipletest  disdain  of  conventional  periphrasis,  the  boldest  reliance 
on  exotic  terms  and  daring  neologisms.  Two  romances  in  prose, 
more  fantastic  in  subject  and  audacious  in  treatment  than  the 
wildest  of  the  OrienlaUi,  had  preceded  the  latter.  The  first,  Han 
ihlandt,  was  pubhshed  anonymously  in  1823.  It  handled  with 
much  extravagance,  but  with  extraordinary  force  and  picturesque- 
ness,  the  adventures  of  a  bandit  in  Norway.  The  second,  Bug 
/argal,  an  earlier  form  of  which  had  already  appeared  in  the 
Conservaltur,  was  published  in  1826.  But  the  rebels,  of  whom 
Victor  Hugo  was  by  this  time  the  acknowledged  chief,  knew  that 
the  theatre  was  at  once  the  stronghold  of  their  enemies  and  the 
most  important  point  of  vantage  for  themselves.  Victor  Hugo's 
theatrical,  or  at  least  dramatic,  d3ul  was  not  altogether  happy. 
Cromwell,  which  was  published  in  1828,  was  not  acted,  and  indeed, 
from  its  great  length  and  other  peculiarities,  could  hardly  have 
been  acted.  It  is  rather  a  romance  thrown  into  dramatic  form 
than  a  play.  In  its  published  shape,  however,  it  was  introduced 
by  an  elaborate  preface,  containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  new 
views,  which  served  as  a  kind  of  manifesto.  Some  minor  works 
about  this  time  need  not  be  noticed. 

The  final  strokes  in  verse  and  prose  were  struck,  the  one  shortly 
before  the  revolution  of  July,  the  other  shortly  after  it,  by  the 
drama  of  Hemani,  mi  THotmeur  Casiillan,  and  the  prose  romance 
of  Noire  Dame  di  Pan's.  The  former,  after  great  difficulties  with 
the  actors  and  with  outside  influences— it  is  said  that  certain 
academicians  of  the  old  school  actually  applied  to  Charles  X.  to 
'  forbid  the  representation — was  acted  at  the  Theatre  Fran9ais  on 
the  25th  of  February,  1830.  The  latter  was  published  in  1831. 
The  reading  of  these  two  celebrated  works,  despite  nearly  sii^ 
years  of  subsequent  and  constant  production  with  unflagging  powers 
on  the  oart  of  their  author,  would  sufiice  to  give  any  one  a  fair, 
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though  not  a  complete,  idea  of  Victor  Hugo,  and  of  the  character- 
istics of  the  literary  movement  of  which  he  has  been  the  head. 
The  main  subject  of  Htrnani  is  the  point  of  honour  which  compels 
a  noble  Spaniard  to  kill  himself,  in  obedience  to  the  blast  of  a  hom 
sounded  by  his  mortal  enemy,  at  the  very  moment  of  his  marriage 
with  his  beloved.  Nelre  Dame  de  Paris  is  a  picture,  by  turns 
brilliant  and  sombre,  of  the  manners  of  the  mediaeval  capital.  In 
both,  the  author's  great  failing,  a  deficient  sense  of  humour  and 
of  proportion,  which  occasionally  makes  him  overstep  the  Iin^ 
between  the  sublime  and  the  ridiculous,  is  sometimes  perceivable. 
In  both,  too,- there  is  a  certain  lack  of  technical  neatness  and 
completeness  in  construction.  But  the  extraordinary  command 
of  the  tragic  passions  of  pity,  admiration,  and  terror,  the  wonderful 
faculty  of  painting  in  words,  the  magnificence  of  language,  the 
power  of  indefinite  poetical  suggestion,  the  sweep  and  rush  of 
style  which  transports  the  reader,  almost  against  his  will  and 
judgment,  are  fully  manifest  in  them.  As  a  mere  innovation, 
Htrnani  is  the  mow  striking  of  the  two.  Almost  every  rale  of 
the  old  French  stage  is  deliberately  violated.  Although  the  lan- 
guage is  in  parts  ornate  to  a  degree,  the  old  periphrases  are  wholly 
excluded ;  and  when  simple  things  have  to  be  said  they  are  said 
with  the  utmost  simplicity.  The  cadence  and  arrangement  of  the 
classical  Alexandrine  are  audaciously  reconstructed.  Not  merely 
is  the  practice  of  enjambimeni  (or  overlapping  of  lines  and  couplets, 
as  distinct  from  the  rigid  separation  of  them)  frequent  and  daring, 
but  the  whole  balance  and  rhythm  of  the  individual  line  is  altered. 
Ever  since  Racine  the  one  aim  of  the  dramatist  had  been  to  make 
the  Alexandrine  ran  as  monotonously  as  possible.  The  aim  of 
Victor  Hugo  was  to  make  it  run  with  the  greatest  possible  variety. 
In  short,  the  whole  theory  of  the  drama  was  revolutionised. 

The  decade  which  followed  the  revolution  of  July  was  Victor 
Hugo's  most  triumphant  period.  A  series  of  dramas,  Marion  de 
Lorme,  Lt  Roi  s'amuse,  Lucrhe  Borgia,  Marie  Tudor,  Angela, 
Let  Burgraves,  succeeded  each  Other  at  short  intervals,  and  were 
accompanied  by  four  volumes  of  immortal  verse.  Let  Fmilles 
tfAulomne,  Chants  du  Cr/ptiscule,  Les  Voix  InUrieuret,  Les  Jiayons 
el  les  Ombres.    The  dramas  continued  to  show  Victor  Hugo's  com- 
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mand  of  tragic  passion,  his  wonderfiil  faculty  of  verse,  his  fertility 
in  moving  situations  and  in  incidents  of  horror  and  grandeur;  but 
ti)ey  did  not  indicate  an  increased  acquaintance  with  those  minor 
arts  of  the  playwright  which  are  necessary  to  the  success  of  acted 
dramas,  and  which  many  of  Hugo's  own  pupils  possessed  to 
perfection.  Accordingly,  towards  the  end  of  the  decade,  some 
reaction  took  place  against  them,  and  their  author  ceased  to  write 
for  the  stage.  His  purely  poetical  productions  showed,  however, 
an  increase  al  once  of  poetical  and  of  critical  power;  and,  of  the 
four  volumes  mentioned,  each  one  contains  many  pieces  which 
have  never  been  excelled  in  French  poetry,  and  which  may  be 
fairly  compared  with  the  greatest  poetical  productions  of  the  same 
kind  in  other  literatures.  Meanwhile,  Victor  Hugo's  political  ideas 
{which  never,  in  any  of  their  forms,  brought  him  much  luck, 
literary  or  other)  had  undergone  a  remarkable  change.  During 
the  reign  of  Louis  Philippe,  be,  who  had  recently  been  an  ardent 
legitimist,  became,  first,  a  constitutional  royalist  (in  which  capacity 
he  accepted  from  the  king  a  peerage),  then  an  extreme  liberal, 
and  at  last,  when  the  revolution  of  1848  broke  out,  a  republican 
democrat.  He  was  banished  for  his  opposition  to  Louis  Napoleon, 
and  fled,  first  to  Brussels,  and  then  to  the  Channel  Islands, 
launching  against  his  enemy  a  prose  lampoon,  NapoUon  It  Petit, 
and  then  a  volume  of  verse,  Les  Ckdtminls,  of  wonderful  vigour 
and  brilliancy. 

During  the  ten  years  before  this  his  literary  work  had  been 
for  the  most  part  suspended,  at  least  as  far  as  publication  is  con- 
cerned. But  his  exile  gave  a  fresh  spur  to  his  genius.  After  four 
years'  residence,  first  in  Jersey,  then  in  Guernsey,  he  published 
Z«  Conttmplalions  (i  vols,),  a  collection  of  lyrical  pieces,  not 
different  in  general  form  from  the  four  volumes  which  had  pre- 
ceded them;  and,  in  185(1,  ^i^  L/gmde  des  Slides,  a  marvellous 
series  of  narrative  or  pictorial  poems  representing  scenes  front 
difiTerent  epochs  of  the  history  of  the  world.  These  three  volumes 
together  represent  his  poetical  talent  at  its  highest.  He,  at  other 
times  before  and  since,  equalled,  but  he  never  surpassed  them.  In 
£a  Ugende  Jet  Sticks  the  variety  of  the  music,  the  majesty  of 
<!ome  of  the  pieces  and  the  pathos  of  others,  the  rapid  succession 
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of  brilliant  dissolving  vj^ws,  and  the  complete  mastery  of  language 
and  versification  at  which  the  poet  arrived,  combine  to  produce  an 
effect  not  easQy  paralleled  elsewhere.  The  CmUmplations,  aa  their 
name  imports,  are  chiefly  meditative.  They  are  somewhat  un- 
equal, and  the  tone  of  speculative  pondering  on  the  mysteries  of 
life  which  distinguishes  them  sometimes  drops  into  what  is  called 
sermonising,  but  their  best  pieces  are  admirable.  During  the 
whole  of  the  Second  Empire  Victor  Hugo  continued  to  reside  in 
Guernsey,  publishing,  in  1863,  a  long  prose  romance,  Lit  Miser- 
ahlts,  one  of  the  most  unequal  of  his  books;  then  another,  the 
exquisite  Travailleurs  de  la  Mtr,  as  well  as  a  volume  of  criticism 
on  William  Shakespeare,  some  passages  in  which  rank  among  the 
best  pieces  of  ornate  prose  in  French;  and,  in  1869,  L'Homnu 
qui  rit,  a  historical  romance  of  a  somewhat  extravagant  character, 
recalling  his  earliest  attempts  in  this  kind,  but  full  of  power.  A  small 
collection  of  lyric  verse,  mostly  light  and  pastoral  in  character, 
had  appeared  under  the  tide  of  Chansotu  des  Rues  el  des  Bois. 
The  Revolution  which  followed  the  troubles  of  France,  in  1870, 
lestored  Victor  Hugo  to  his  country  only  to  inflict  a  bitter,  though 
passing,  annoyance  on  him.  He  had  somewhat  mistaken  the 
temper  of  the  National  Assembly  at  Bordeaux,  to  which  he  had 
been  elected.  He  even  found  himself  laughed  at,  and  he  retired 
to  Brusseb  in  disgust.  Hera  he  was  identified  by  public  opinion 
with  the  Communists,  and  subjected  to  some  manifestations  ol 
popular  displeasure,  which,  unfortunately,  his  sensitive  temperament 
and  vivid  imagination  magnified  unreasonably.  Returning  to 
France  after  the  publication  of  nearly  his  weakest  book,  L'Ann^e 
Terrible,  he  lived  quietly,  but  as  a  kind  of  popular  and  literary 
idol,  till  his  death  in  1885.  Of  his  abundant  later  (including  not 
a  little  posthumous)  work,  Qiiaire-  Vingt-Treize,  another  historical 
romance,  and  two  books  of  poetry  (a  second  series  of  the  Ligende 
des  Siicles,  1877,  and  Les  Qualre  Venis  df  VEsprit,  1881}  at  their 
best,  equal  anything  he  has  ever  done.  The  second  Ligmdt  'la 
inferior  to  the  first  in  variety  of  tone  and  in  vivid  pictorial  pre- 
sentment, but  equals  it  in  the  declamatory  vigour  of  its  best 
passages.  Les  Qualre  Vents  de  tEspril  is,  perhaps,  the  most 
striking  single  book   that  Victor  Hugo  produced,  containing  as 
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it  does  Ijric  and  narrative  work  of  the  very  finest  qoalit}', 
and  a  drama  of  an  entirely  original  character,  which,  after  more 
than  sixty  years  of  publicity,  showed  a  new  side  of  the  author's 
genius. 

This  somewhat  minute  account  of  Victor  Hugo's  work  must  be 
supplemented  by  some  general  criticism  of  his  literary  character- 
istics. As  will  probably  have  been  observed,  from  what  has  already 
been  said,,  there  were  remarkable  gaps  in  his  ability.  In  purely 
intellectual  characteristics,  the  characteristics  of  the  logician  and 
the  philosopher,  he.  was  weak.  Indeed,  all  but  unreasoning 
admirers  admit  that  his  thought,  in  any  definite  kind,  is  far  below 
his  language,  and  is  not  usuaSly  great.  He  was  also,  as  has  been 
said,  deficient  in  the  sense  of  humorous  contrast,  and  in  the  per- 
ception of  strict  literary  proportion.  Long  years  of  solitary  pre- 
eminence, and  of  the  frequently  unreasonable  worship  of  fools  as  well 
as  of  wise  men,  gave  him,  or  encouraged  in  him,  a  tendency  to 
regard  the  universe  too  much  from  the  point  of  view  of  France  in 
the  first  place,  Paris  in  the  second,  and  Victor  Hugo  in  the  third. 
His  unequalled  skill  m  the  management  of  proper  names  tempted 
■  him  to  abuse  them  as  instrwments  of  sonority  in  his  verse.  He  is 
often  inaccurate  in  fact,  presenting  in  this  respect  a  remarkable 
resemblance  to  his  counterpart  and  complement  Voltaire.  It  was 
pointed  out  early  in  his  career  by  Sainte-Beuve,  a  critic  of  the  first 
competence,  and  at  that  time  very  well  disposed  to  him,  that  his 
perpetual  descriplion,  brilliant  as  it  is,  is  often  an  artistic  fault,  and 
differs  far  less  in  reality  than  in  appearance  from  the  Delillian  para- 
phrases noticed  formerly.  The  one  merit  which  swallowed  up 
almost  all  others  in  classical  and  pseudo-classical  literature  is  want- 
ing ui  him — the  sense  of  measure.  He  is  a  childish  politigian,  a 
visionary  social  reformer.  But,  when  all  this  has  been  said,  there 
remains  a  sum  total  of  purely  literary  merits  which  suffices  to  place 
him  on  a  level  witfi  the  greatest  in  literature.  The  mere  fact  that 
he  Is  equally  remarkable  for  the  exquisite  grace  of  his  smaller 
lyrics,  and  for  the  rhetorical  magnificence  of  hia  declamatory 
passages,  argues  some  peculiar  and  masterly  idiosyncrasy  in  him. 
No  poet  has  a  rarer  and  more  delicate  touch  of  pathos,  none 
a  more  masculine  or  a  iuller  tone  of  indignation,  none  a  more  im- 
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perious  command  of  awe,  of  the  vague,  of  ihe  supemalnral  aspects 
of  nature.  The  great  peculiarity  of  Victor  Hugo  is  that  his  poetry 
always  transports.  No  one  who  cares  for  poetry  at  all,  and  who 
has  mastered  the  preliminary  necessity  of  acquaintance  with  the 
French  language  and  French  prosody,  can  read  any  of  his  better  ,, 
works  without  gradually  rising  to  a  condition  of  enthusiasm  in  \ 
which  the  possible  defects  of  the  matter  are  altogether  lost  sight  of 
in  the  unsurpassed  and  dazzling  excellence  of  the  manner.  This 
is  the  special  test  of  poetry,  and  there  is  none  othSr. 

The  technical  means  by  which  Victor  Hugo  produces  these 
efTectg  have  been  already  hinted  at.  They  consist  in  a  mastery 
of  varied  versification,  in  an  extraordinary  command  of  pictorial 
language,  dealing  at  once  with  physical  and  mental  phenomena, 
and,  above  all,  in  a  certain  irresisiible  habit  of  never  allowing  the 
iron  to  grow  cold.  Stroke  follows  stroke  in  the  esciting  and  trans- 
porting process  after  a  fashion  hard  to  parallel  in  other  writers. 
Other  poets  are  often  best  exhibited  by  very  short  extracts,  by 
jewels  five  words  long.  This  is  not  so  with  Victor  Hugo.  He 
has  such  jewels,  but  they  are  not  his  chief  titles  to  admiration. 
The  ardour  and. flow,  as  of  molten  metal,  which  characterise  him  - 
are  felt  only  in  the  mass,  and  must  be  sought  ihere.  Wliat  has 
been  said  of  his  verse  is  true,  with  but  slight  modifications,  of  his 
prose,  which  is,  however,  on  the  whole  inferior.  His  unqualified 
versification  is  a  weapon  which  he  could  not  exchange  for  the  less 
pointed  tool  of  prose  without  losing  much  of  his  power.  His 
defects  emerge  as  his  merits  subside.  But,  taking  him  altogether, 
it  may  be  asserted,  without  the  least  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
Victor  Hugo  deserves  the  tide  of  the  greatest  poet  hitherto,  aild 
■  of  one  of  the  greatest  prose  writers,  of  France.  Such  a  faculty, 
thrown  into  almost  any  causey  must  have  gone  far  lo  make  it 
triumph.  But  in  a  cause  of  such  merits,  and  so  stoutly  seconded 
by  others,  as  that  of  the  destruction  of  the  classical  tradition  which 
had  cramped  and  starved  French  literature,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
of  success  when  a  champion  such  as  Victor  Hugo  took  up  and 
carried  through  to  the  end  the  task  of  championship. 

Hugo  was  no  sooner  dead  than  the  process  followed  which  has 
been  noticed  in  the  case  of  Lamartine,  which  always  takes  place 
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more  or  less  on  the  death  of  a  wriier  of  commanding  position,  but 
which  has  never  been  more  noteworthy  than  in  the  latter  part  of 
the  nineteenth  century,  a  time  of  general  affectation  of  literary 
culture,  but  of  more  engommmt  and  crotchet  than  solid  critical 
scholarship.  There  had  always  been  a  strong  minority  who  held 
more  or  less  to  the  classical  models  of  tradition,  and  these  naturally 
had  never  forgiven  Hugo.  His  political  extravagances  had  alienated 
from  him  a  certain  portion  of  his  old  adherents ;  while  the  larger 
part,  having  passed  through  successive  Stages  of  Parnassian  ism, 
Decadence,  Symbolism  (see  chap.  III.  post),  and  what  not,  had 
come,  if  not  to  neo-classicism,  to  a  crotchety  kind  of '  precious- 
ness,'  which  regarded  his  effects  as  garish,  his  workmanship  as 
.  wanting  in  distinction,  bis  innovations  in  prosody  as  half-hearted 
and  unsystematic  All  this,  together  with  the  mere  fickleness 
which  is  found  in  most  nations,  and  in  the  French  most  of  all, 
combined  to  depreciate  Hugo  in  the  current  speech  and  writing  of 
literature,  though  his  works  seem  at  no  lime  to  have  lost  their  sale, 
and  though  he  retained  somewhat  more  ihan  a  faithful  few  among 
critical  admirers.  The  change,  being  a  matter  of  history,  has  to 
be  here  recorded,  but  it  need  not  in  the  least  affect  the  estimate 
convej'fid  in  the  last  paragraph,  which  simply  expresses  Hugo's 
value  when  he  is  looked  at  from  the  standpoint  of  a  general  and 
impartial  survey  of  literature.  Prom  such  a  Standpoint  current 
opinion  may  now  and  then  play  truant ;  but  its  better  part  always 
returns  sooner  or  later. 

It  is  very  seldom  that  the  two  different  forces  of  criticism  and  crea- 
tion work  together  as  they  did  in  the  case  of  the  Romantic  movement. 
I>ch  had  numerous  representatives,  but  the  point  of  importance  is 
that  each  was  represented  by  one  of  the  greatest  masters.  Charles 
Augustin  Sainte-Beuve,  the  critic  not  merely  of  the  Romantic  move- 
ment, but  of  the  nineteenth  centur}',  and  in  a  manner  the  lirst 
Balate-  master  of  catholic  criticism  that  the  world  has 
Benvo.  geen,  was  born  at  Boulogne  on  the  23rd  of  Decem- 
ber, 1804.  His  father  held  an  ofHce  of  some  importance;  his 
moiher  was  of  English  blood.  He  was  well  educated,  first  at  his 
native  town,  then  at  Paris.  He  began  by  studying  medicine,  but 
very  soon  turned  to  literature,  and,  as  has  been  said,  distinguished 
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himself  on  the  Globe.  Tbe  most  important  of  his  articles  in  this 
paper  were  devoted  to  the  French  literature  of  the  dxteenth  centuiy, 
and  these  were  published  as  a  vohime,  in  1838,  with  great  success. 
Sainte-Beuve  at  once  became  the  critic  en  litre  of  the  movement, 
though  he  did  not  very  long  continue  in  formal  connection  with  it. 
It  was  some  lime,  however,  before  he  resigned  himself  to  puiel}' 
critical  work.  Les  Poesies  de  Joseph  Delorme,  Let  Comolatims,  and 
Volttpti  were  successive  attempts  at  original  composition,  which, 
despite  the  talent  of  their  author,  hardly  made  much  mark,  or 
deserved  to  make  it  He  did  not  persevere  further  in  a  career 
for  which  be  was  evidently  unRtted,  but  betook  himself  to  the  long 
series  of  separate  critical  studies,  partly  of  foreign  and  clasucal 
literature,  but  usually  of  French,  which  made  his  reputation.  The 
papers  to  which  he  chiefly  contributed  were  the  Comlilutiotmel  and 
the  Monileur,  and  during  the  middle  of  tbe  century  his  Monday 
femlleiont  of  criticism  were  the  chief  recurring  literary  event  of 
Europe.  These  studies  with  others,  and  with  some  of  the  numerous 
prefaces  and  introductions  which  he  was  constantly  contributing 
to  new  editions  of  classics,  were  at  intervals  collected  and  published 
in  sets  under  the  titles,  among  others,  oiCriliques  el  PorlraiU LitU- 
raires,  PortraiU  Contemporains,  Cauteries  iu  Lundi,  and  Nouoeaux 
Lundis,  the  last  series  only  finishing  with  his  death  in  1869.  Besides 
this  he  had  undertaken  a  single  work  of  great  magnitude  in  his 
Histoire  dt  Port  Royal,  on  which  he  spent  some  twenty  years.  He 
was  elected  to  the  Academy  in  1845,  and  after  the  establishment 
of  the  Empire  he  was  one  of  the  few  distinguished  literary  men 
who  took  its  side.  The  first  reward  that  he  obtEuned  was  a  pro- 
fessorship in  the  College  de  France;  but  some  years  before  his 
death  he  received  the  senatorship,  a  lucrative  position,  and  one 
which  interfered  very  little  with  tbe  studies  of  the  occupant  In 
character  Sainte-Beuve  strongly  resembled  some  of  the  Epicureans 
of  his  favourite  seventeenth  century ;  but  whatever  faults  he  may 
have  had  were  redeemed  by  much  good-nature  and  an  entire 
absence  of  literary  vanity. 

The  importance  of  Sainte-Beuve  in  literature  is  historically,  and 
as  amatter  of  influence,  superior  even  to  that  of  the  great  poet  with 
whom  he  was  for  some  time  in  close  friendship,  though  before  very 
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long  iheir  stars  fell  apart.  Until  his  time  the  science  of  cri^cisrn  had 
HU  been  almost  entirely  conducted  on  what  may  be  called 

Metiiod.  pedagogic  lines.  The  critic  either  constnicied  for 
himself,  or  more  probably  accepted  from  iradition,  a  cul-and-jlried 
Echeme  of  the  correct  plan  of  different  kinds  of  literature,  and  con- 
tented himself  with  adjusting  any  new  work  to  this,  marking  off 
its  agreements  or  differences,  and  judging  accordingly.  Here  and 
there  in  French  literature  critics  like  Saint- Evremond,  F^nelon,  La 
Bmyire  in  part,  Diderot,  Joubert,  had  adopted  another  method,  but 
the  small  acquaintance  which  most  Frenchmen  possessed  with  litera- 
ture other  than  their  own  stood  in  the  way  of  success.  Sainte-Beuve 
was  the  first  to  found  criticism  on  a  wide  study  of  literature,  instead  of 
directing  a  more  or  less  narrow  study  of  literature  by  critical  rules. 
Victor  Hugo  himself  has  laid  down,  in  the  preface  to  the  OrientaUs, 
one  important  principle — the  principle  that  the  critic  has  only  to 
judgeof  the  intrinsic  goodness  of  the  book,  and  not  of  its  conformity 
to  certain  pre-established  ideas.  There  remains  the  difficulty  of 
deciding  what  is  intrinsically  good  or  bad.  To  solve  this,  the 
only  way  is,  first,  to  prepare  the  mind  of  the  critic  by  a  wide  study 
of  literature,  which  may  free  him  from  merely  local  and  national 
prejudices;  and,  secondly,  to  direct  his  attention  not  so  much  to 
cut-and-dried  ideas  of  an  epic,  a  sonnet,  a  drama,  as  to  the  object 
which  the  author  himself  had  before  him  when  he  composed  his 
work.  In  carrying  out  this  principle  it  becomes  obviously  of  great 
importance  to  study  the  man  himself  as  well  as  his  works,  and  his 
works  as  a  whole  as  well  as  the  particuiar  sample  before  the  judge. 
Sainte-Beuve  was  almost  the  first  in  France  to  set  the  example  of 
the  caustrie  cnligue,  the  essay  which  sets  before  ihe  reader  the  life, 
circumstances,  aims,  society,  and  literary  atmosphere  of  the  author, 
as  well  as  his  literary  achievements.  This  accounts  for  the  extreme 
interest  shown  by  the  public  in  what  had  very  commonly  been 
regarded  as  one  of  the  idlest  and  least  profitable  kinds  of  literature. 

Donsara  ^'  ''^^  same  time  the  method  has  two  dangers  to  which 
or  tho        it  is  specially  exposed.    One  is  the  danger  of  limiting 

Hsthod.  the  consideration  to  external  facts  merely,  and  giving 
a  gossiping  biography  rather  than  a  criticism.  The  other,  and  the 
more  subtle  danger,  is  the  conslruciion  of  a  new  cut-and-dried 


Ch.U.]  1830.  507 

theory  instead  of  the  old  one,  by  regarding  every  man  as  simply  1/  fl  /  j^ 
a  product  of  his  age  and  circumstances,  and  ticketing  him  off'/  (l{  ,1^ 
accordingly  without  considering  his  works  themselves  to  see  whether 
they  bear  out  the  theory  by  facts.  In  either  case,  the  great  question 
which  Victor  Hugo  has  slated,  'L'ouvrage  est-il  bon  ou  est-il 
mauvais?'  remains  unanswered  in  any  satisfactory  measure.  Sainte- 
Beuve  himself  did  not  often  fall  into  either  error.  His  taste  was 
remarkably  caiholic  and  remarkably  fine.  The  only  fault  vhicb 
can  justly  be  found  with  him  is  the  fault  which  naturally  besets 
such  a  critic,  (he  tendency  to  look  too  complacently  on  persons  of 
moderate  talent,  whose  merits  he  himself  is  perhaps  the  first  to 
recognise  fully,  and  lo  be  proportionately  unjust  to  the  greater 
names  whose  merits,  on  good  systems  and  bad  alike,  are  universally 
acknowledged,  in  whose  case  it  is  difficult  to  say  anything  new, 
and  who  are  therefore  somewhat  ungrateful  subjects  for  the  in* 
genious  and  delicate  analysis  which  more  mised  talents  repay. 
But  study  of  the  work  of  such  a  man  as  Sainte-Beuve  is  aa  almost 
absolute  safeguard  against  the  intolerance  of  former  days  in  matter 
of  literature,  and  this  is  its  chief  value.  He  was  charged  in  his 
lifetime,  and  has  been  siill  more  charged  since,  with  a  certain 
jealousy  of  ihe  great  reputations  which  grew  up  in  his  day.  This 
reproach  is  common;  and  it  is  almost  inevitable  by  critics  who 
are  really  cridcal.  It  is  natural  that  a  talent  which  is  at  once  rare 
and  new  should  be  welcomed  warmly,  for  its  novelty  and  reality  , 
alike.  Afterwards  it  becomes  in  a  sense  its  own  rival,  and  its  ■/'" 
mere  progress  invites  the  application  of  the  other  side  of  the 
critic's  office.  Now,  as  critical  minds  of  the  first  order  are  not 
common,  this  is  apt  to  seem  to  outsiders  an  incongruous  back- 
sliding, and  to  be  attributed  lo  personal  motives.  It  can  only  be 
said  that  in  few  critics  will  less  unrairness  be  found  than  in  Sainte- 
Beuve.  In  omission  as  distinguished  from  positive  error,  he  is 
scarcely  chargeable  with  more  than  one  other  fault.  He  sometimes 
seemed  to  be  unable  or  unwilling  to  give  a  clear  comparative 
summary  and  estimate  of  his  man.  No  doubt  such  summaries  are 
often  treacherous  and  inadequate;  but  the  execution  of  them  .is 
perhaps  the  highest  degree  of  the  critic's  craft. 

Around  Victor  Hugo  were  grouped  not  a  few  writers  who  were 
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only  inferioi  to  himselT.  Bnl^  before  mentioning  the  memljers  of 
what  is  called  the  c/naele,  or  innermost  Romantic  circle,  a  third 
name  of  almost  equal  temporary  importance  to  those  of  Hugo  and 
Sainte-Beuve  must  be  named — that  of  Alexandre  Dumas.  This 
writer,  one  of  the  most  proLfic,  and  in  some  respects  one  of  the  " 
most  remarkable  of  dramatists  ahd  novelists,  was  the  son  of  a 
Siuna*  the  general  in  the  revolutionary  army,  and  was  born,  on 
™<'««-  the,a3rd  of  July,  1806,  at  Villers-Cotterets.  He  had 
hardly  any  education ;  but,  coming  to  Paris  at  the  age  of  twenty, 
he  was  fortunate  enough  to  obtain  a  clerkship  in  the  household 
of  the  Duke  of  Orleans.  He  tried  literature  almost  at  once,  and 
in  1829  his  Henri  III.  et  sa  Cour  was  played,  and  was  a  great 
success.  This  was  a  year  before  Hemani,  and,  though  Dumas 
had  no  pretence  to  rival  Hugo  in  literary  merit,  his  drama  was 
quite  as  revolutionary  in  style,  events,  language,  and  general 
arrangement  as  Hugo's.  But  he  had  not  heralded  it  by  any 
general  defiance,  and  it  possessed  (what  his  greater  contempo- 
rary's dramatic  work  never  fully  possessed)  the  indefinable  know- 
ledge of  the  stage  and  its  requirements,  which  always  tells  on  an 
audience.  After  the  Revolution  of  July,  the  daring  play  of  Amiony 
achieved  an  almost  equal  success,  despite  its  attacks  on  the  pro- 
prieties, attacks  of  which  at  that  time  French  c^nion  was  not 
tolerant  in  a  serious  piece.  Then  he  returned  to  the  historical 
drama  in  the  Tour  de  Nesle,  another  drama  of  strong  situations 
and  reckless  sacrifice  of  everything  else  to  excitement.  After  this 
Dumas  published  mMiy  plays,  of  which  Don  Juan  de  Marana  and 
Kean  are  perhaps  the  most  extravagant,  and  Mademoiselle  de 
Belle-Isle,  1839,  the  best.  But  before  long  he  fell  into  a  train  of 
writing  more  profitable  even  than  the  drama,  wherein  he  achieved 
far  higher  successes.  This  was  the  composition  of  historical 
romances  something  in  Scott's  manner.  The  most  famous  of 
these,  such  as  the  Three  Musketeers,  La  Reine  Margot,  and  Monte 
Crista,  were  produced  towards  the  latter  part  of  the  reign  of  Louis 
Philippe,  his  early  patron.  He  travelled  a  great  deal,  making  books 
and  money  out  of  his  travels;  and  sometimes,  as  when  he  was 
the  companion  of  Garibaldi,  finding  himself  in  curious  compiany. 
No  man,  probably,  ever  made  so  much  money  by  literature   in 
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France  as  Dumas,  though  he  was  not  equally  skilled  in  keeping 
it.     He  died,  in  (he  midst  of  the  disasters  of  hii  country,  on 

Christinas  Eve,  1870. 

His  literary  position  and  influence  are  not  very  easy  10  estimate, 
beca.use  of  the  strange  extent  to  which  be  carried  what  is  called 
collaboration,  and  his  frank  avowal  of  something  very  like  pl^:iarigm 
in  many  of  the  works  which  he  wrote  unassisted.  Endeavours 
have  even  been  made  to  show  that  his  most  celebrated  works  are 
the  production  of  hack  writers  whom  he  paid  to  write  under  his 
name.  Nor  is  there  the  least  doubt  that  he  did  resort  on  a  large 
scale  to  something  like  the  practice  of  those  poilrait-painters  who 
employ  their  pupils  to  paint  in  the  draperies,  backgrounds,  and 
accessories  of  their  work.  But  that  Dumas  was  the  moving  spirit 
fitill,  and  the  actual  author  of  what  is  best  and  most  peculiar  in  the 
works  that  go  by  his  name,  is  sufficiently  proved  by  the  fact  that 
none  of  his  assistants,  whose  names  are  in  many  cases  known,  and 
who  in  not  a  few  instances  subsequently  attained  eminence  on  their 
own  account,  has  equalled  or  even  resembled  his  peculiar  style, 
The  chief  of  these  were  Fiorentino,  an  acute  critic  and  busy  jour- 
nalist; Auguste  Maquet,  one  of  the  minor  figures  of  the  early 
Romantic  circle,  who  will  be  mentioned  anon;  and  the  novelist  of 
the  latter  half  of  the  century,  whose  successful  style  is  least  like 
that  of  Dumas,  Octave  Feuillet  Dumas'  dramatic  work  is  of  but 
little  value  as  literature  properly  so  called.  His  forte  is  the  already 
mentioned  playwright's  instinct,  as  it  may  be  termed,  which  made 
him  almost  invariably  choose  and  conduct  his  action  in  a  manner 
so  interesting  and  absorbing  to  the  audience  that  they  had  no  time 
.  to  think  of  the  merits  of  the  style,  the  proprie^  of  the  morals,  the 
congruity  of  the  sentiments.  His  plays,  in  short,  are  intended  to 
be  acted,  not  to  be  read.  Of  hts  novels  many  are  disfigured  by 
long  passages  of  the  inferior  work  to  be  expected  from  mere  hack 
assistants,  by  unskilful  insertions  of  passages  from  his  authorities, 
and  sometimes  by  plagiarisms  so  audacious  and  flagrant  that  the 
reader  takes  them  as  little  less  than  an  insult.  His  best  work, 
however,  such  as  the  whole  of  the  long  series  ranging  from  Les 
Trail  Mousquelaires  through  Vingl  Ans  apris  to  Le  Vicomte  de 
Bragelontu,  a  second  long  series  of  which  La  Heine  Margot  is 
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a  member,  and  parts  of  others,  has  peculiar  and  almost  unique 
merits.  The  style  is  not  more  remarkable  as  such  than  that  of 
the  dramas;  there  is  not  always,  oi*  often,  a  well-defined  plot,  and 
the  characters  are  drawn  only  in  the  broadest  outline.  But  the 
cunning  admixture  of  incident  and  dialogue  by  which  Dumas 
carries  on  the  interest  of  his  gigantic  narrations  without  wearying 
the  reader  is  a  secret  of  his  own,  and  has  never  been  thoroughly 
mastered  by  any  one  else.  Unlike  some  romancers  he  has  con- 
trived to  interest  age  as  well  as  youth,  to  retain  his  hold  upon 
readers  at  the  most  different  stages  of  their  lives  and  tastes.  And 
more  than  once,  ciiieQy  in  the  last  passages  of  the  two  series  just 
named,  he  has  contrived  to  invest  his  apparently  sketchy  characters 
with  a  poignant  interest,  both  tragic  and  comic,  not  often  excelled 
by  the  minutest  workers. 

While  Dumas  thus  gave  himself  up  to  the  novel  of  incident, 
two  other  writers  of  equally  remarkable  genius,  and  of  greater 
merely  literary  power,  also  devoted  themselves  to  prose  fiction. 
Honors  de  Balzac  (who  had  no  right  to  the  de  and  whose  name 
Honors  d«  was  really  Balssa)  was  born  at  Tours,  on  the  zoth 
BaiiM.  of  May,  1799.  He  was  fairly  well  educated,  but  his 
lather's  circumstances  compelled  him  to  place  his  son  in  a  lawyer's 
office.  This  Balzac  could  not  endure,  and  he  very  shortly  betook 
himself  to  literature,  suffering  very  considerable  hardships.  The 
task  he  attempted  was  fiction,  and  his  experience  in  it  was  imique. 
For  years  he  wrote  steadily,  and  published  dozens  of  volumes,  not 
merely  without  attaining  success,  but  without  deserving  it.  But  few 
of  these  are  ever  read  now,  and  when  they  are  opened  it  is  out  of 
mere  curiosity,  a  curiosity  which  meets  with  but  little  return.  Yet  ■ 
Balzac  continued,  in  spite  of  hardship  and  of  ill-success,  to  work 
on,  and  in  his  thirtieth  year  he  made  his  first  mark  with  Le 
Dernier  Chouan,  a  historical  novel,  which,  if  not  of  great  ex- 
cellence, at  least  shows  a  peculiar  and  decided  talent.  From  this 
time  forward  he  worked  with  spirit  and  success  in  his  own  manner, 
and  in  twenty  years  produced  the  vast  collection  which  he  himself 
termed  La  Com/die  Humaine,  the  individual  novels  being  often 
connected  by  community  of  personages,  and  always  by  the  peculiar 
fashion  of  analytical   display  of  character  which  from    them  is 
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identified  with  Balzac's  name.  The  most  successful  of  these  are 
concerned  with  Parisian  life,  and  perhaps  the  most  powerful  of  all 
are  Le  Pire  Gorioi,  Euginie  Grandti,  La  Cousine  Betle,  La  Peau  de 
Chagrin,  La  Recherche  de  I' Absolu,  Sfraphita.  The  last  is  the  best 
piece  of  mere  writing  that  Balzac  has  produced.  He  had  also  a 
wonderful  faculty  for  short  tales  (Z«  Chef-d'ceuvre  Jticonnu,  Unt 
Passion  dans  le  Dfseri,  etc.).  He  tried  the  theaUe,  but  failed. 
Notwithstanding  Balzac's  untiring  energy  (he  would  often  <nork 
for  weeks  together  with  the  briefest  intervals  of  sleep)  and  the 
popularity  of  his  bool:s,  he  was  always  in  pecuniary  difficulties. 
These  were  caused  partly  by  his  mania  for  speculation,  and  partly 
by  his  singular  habits  of  composition.  He  would  write  a  novel 
in  short  compass,  have  it  printed,  then  enlarge  the  printed  sheets 
with  corrections,  and  repeat  this  process  again  and  again  until  the 
expenses  of  the  mere  printing  swallowed  up  great  part  of  the  profits 
of  the  work.  At  last  he  obtained  wealth,  and,  as  it  seemed,  a  pro- 
spect of  happiness.  In  1850  be  married  Madame  Hanska,  a  rich 
Polish  lady,  to  whom  he  had  been  attached  for  many  years.  He 
had  prepared  for  a  life  of  opulent  ease  at  Paris  with  his  wife;  but 
a  few  months  after  his  marriage  he  died  of  heart  disease. 

Balzac  is  'v^  a  w^^.'!!^  greatest  of  French  novelists,  because  he 
is  the  most  entirely  singular  and  original.  It  has  been  said  of 
him,  with  as  much  truth  as  exaggeration,  that  he  has  drawn  a 
whole  world  of  character  after  having  first  created  it  out  of  his 
own  head.  Balzac's  characters  are  never  fully  human,  and  the 
atmosphere  in  which  they  are  placed  has  something  of  the  same 
unreality  (though  it  is  for  the  most  part  tragically  and  not  comically 
unreal)  as  that  of  Dickens.  Everything  is  seen  through  a  kind 
of  distorting  lens,  yet  the  actual  vision  is  defined  with  the  most 
extraordinary  precision,  and  in  the  most  vivid  colours.  Balzac 
had  great  draubacks.  Among  al!  his  personages  of  high  society 
there  is  not  a  gentleman  or  a  lady.  His  virtuous  personages 
are  usually  virtuous  in  the  theatrical  sense  only;  his  scheme  of 
human  character  is  too  generally  low  and  mean.  But  he  can 
analyse  vice  and  meanness  with  wonderful  vigour,  and  he  is  almost 
unmatched  in  the  power  of  conferring  apparent  reality  upon  what 
the  reader  nevertheless  feels  to  be  imaginary  and  ideal.    It  follows 
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almost  necessarily  that  he  ia  happiest  when  his  subject  has  a  strong 
touch  of  the  fantastic.  The  already  mentioned  Ptau  de  Chagrin— 
a  magic  akin  which  confers  wishing  powers  on  its  possessor  but 
shrivels  at  each  wish,  shortening  his  life  correspondingly — and 
S&aphtta,  a  purely  romantic  or  fantastic  tale,  are  instances  of  this. 
Almost  more  striking  than  either  are  the  Conies  Drolaliques,  tales 
composed  in  imitation  of  the  manner  and  language  of  the  sixteenth 
century.  Here  the  grotesque  and  fantastic  incidents  and  tone 
exactly  suit  the  writer,  and  some  of  the  stories  are  among  the 
masterpieces  of  French  Uterature.  The  same  sympathy  with  the 
abnormal  may  be  noticed  in  the  Chef-d'mrore  Inconnu,  where  a 
solitary  painter  touches  and  retouches  his  supposed  masterpiece  till 
he  loses  all  power  of  self-criticism,  and  at  last  exhibits  triumphantly 
a  shapeless  and  unintelligible  daub  of  mingled  colours.  Balzac's 
style  is  not  in  itself  of  the  best ;  it  is  clumsy,  inelastic,  and  destitute 
of  the  order  and  proportion  which  distinguish  the  best  French  prose, 
but  it  is  not  ill  suited  to  the  peculiar  character  of  his  work. 

With  Balzac's  name  is  inseparably  connected,  if  only  from  the 
Gteorge  striking  contrast  between  them,  that  of  George  Sand. 
Sand.  Amandine  LuciJe  Aurore  Dupin,  who  took  the  writing 
name  of  George  Sand,  was  bom  at  Paris  in  1804,  and  had 
a  somewhat  singular  family  history,  of  which  it  is  enough  to  say 
here  that  she  was  descended  through  her  father's  mother  from 
Marshal  Saxe,  the  famous  son  of  Augustus  of  Saxony  and  Aurore 
von  Kdningsmarck.  At  the  age  of  eighteen  she  married  a  man 
named  Dudevanc,  and  was  very  unhappy,  though  it  is  rather  diffi- 
cult to  determine  on  whom  the  blame  of  the  unhappiness  ought 
to  rest.  They  separated  after  a  few  years,  and  she  came  to 
Paris,  from  her  home  at  Nohant  in  Berry,  to  seek  a  living.  She 
lound  it  soon  in  literature,  having  met  with  a  friend  and  com- 
panion in  the  novelist  Jules  Sandeau,  and  with  a  stern  and  most 
useful  critic  in  Henri  de  Latouche,  Her  first  novel  of  importance 
was  Indiana,  published  in  1832.  This  was  followed  by  Valentine, 
L/iia,  Jacques,  etc.  The  interest  of  all  or  most  of  these  turns  on 
the  sufferings  of  ^e/emme  incomprise,  a  celebrated  person  in  litera- 
ture, of  whom  George  Sand  is  the  historiographer,  if  not  the  inventor. 
A  long  series  of  novels  of  this  kind  gave  way,  between  1840  and 
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1 849,  first  to  a  series  of  philosophical  rhapsodies,  of  which  Spiridion 
is  the  best,  and  then  to  one  in  which  the  political  aspiraiions  of 
tlie  socialist  Republicans  appear.  Of  these,  Consue/o,  which  is 
perhaps  popularly  considered  the  author's  masterpiece,  was  the 
chief.  Her  private  history  was  somewhat  remarkable,  and  she 
succeeded  in  making  at  least  two  men  of  greater  genius  than 
herself,  Alfred  de  Musset  and  Chopin,  utterly  miserable.  They, 
however,  afforded  the  subjects  of  two  noteworthy  books,  £ile  et 
Lui,  and  Lueretia  Floriani,  the  latter  perhaps  the  most  character- 
istic of  all  her  early  works.  After  the  estabUshment  of  the  Second 
Empire  her  tastes  and  habits  became  qoieter.  She  lived  chiefly, 
and  latterly  almost  wholly,  at  Nohant,  being  greatly  attached  to 
the  country;  and  she  wrote  many  charming  sketches  of  coimtry 
life  with  felicitous  introduction  of  palois,  such  as  La  Mare  au 
Diabk,  Francois  te  Champi,  La  Petite  Fadelle.  Some  voltuninous 
memoirs,  published  in  i%?,\,  dealt  with  her  own  early  experiences. 
She  lived  till  the  age  of  seventy-two,  dying  in  1876,  and  never 
ceased  to  put  forth  novels  which  showed  no  distinct  falling  off  in 
fertility  or  imagination,  or  in  command  of  literary  style.  She  roust 
have  written  in  all  nearly  a  hundred  books.  As  the  chief  cfaarac- 
tenstics  of  Balzac  are  intense  observation,  concentrated  thought,  and 
the  most  obstinate  and  unwearying  labour,  so  the  chief  characteristic 
of  George  Sand  is  easy  improvisation.  She  had  an  active  and  recep- 
tive mind  which  took  in  the  surface  of  things,  whether  it  was  love, 
or  philosophy,  or  politics,  or  scenery,  or  manners,  with  remarkable 
and  indifferent  facility.  She  had  also  a  style  which,  if  it  cannot  be 
ranked  among  the  great  literary  styles  from  its  absence  of  statuesque 
outline  and  from  its  too  great  fluidity,  was  excellently  suited  for 
the  task  of  rapid  production.  Her  novels,  therefore,  slipped  from 
her  without  the  slightest  mental  effort,  and  appear  to  have  cost  her 
nothing.  It  is  not  true,  in  this  case,  that  what  has  cost  nothing  is 
worth  nothing.  But  even  favourable  critics  admit  that  it  is  pecu- 
liarly difficult  to  read  a  novel  of  George  Sand  a  second  time,  and 
this  is  perhaps  a  decisive  test.  She  is,  indeed,  far  more  of  an  im- 
provising noveUst  than  Dumas,  to  whom  the  term  has  more  often 
been  applied,  though  she  wrote  better  French,  and  attempted  more 
ambitious  subjects.  The  nobler  characteristics  of  her  novels 
l1 
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reappear,  perhaps  to  greater  advantage,  in  her  numerous  and 
agreeable  letters,  especially  those  to  Guslave  Flaubert. 

In  striking  contrast  with  these  three  novelists  was  Prosper 
-,.-.  .  M^rim^e,  also  a  novelist  for  the  most  part,  but,  unlike 
them,  a  compaTatively  infertile  writer ',  and  one  of  the 
most  exquisite  masters  of  French  prose  that  the  nineteenth  century 
has  seen.  M^rim^e  was  born  in  1803,  and  was  therefore  almost 
exactly  of  an  age  with  the  writers  just  mentioned.  For  a  time  he 
took  a  certain  share  in  the  Romantic  movement,  but  his  distin- 
guishing characteristic  was  a.  kind  of  critical  cynicism,  partly  real, 
partly  affected,  which  made  him  dislike  and  distrust  exaggeration 
of  all  kinds.  He  accordingly  soon  fell  off.  Possessing  independent 
means,  and  entering  the  service  of  the  government,  he  was  not 
obhged  to  write  for  bread,  and  for  many  years  he  produced  litde, 
devoting  himself  as  much  to  archwology  and  the  classical  langu^es 
as  to  French.  He  accepted  the  Second  Empire  apparently  from  a 
genuine  and  hearty  hatred  of  democracy,  and  was  rewarded  with  the 
post  of  senator.  But  be  had  to  assist  Napoleon  III.  in  his  Ccaar, 
and  to  dance  attendance  on  the  Court,  the  latt«-  duty  being  made 
somewhat  less  irksome  to  him  by  his  personal  attachment  to  the 
Empress,  Two  collections  of  letters  '  which  were  published  after 
his  death,  one  addressed  to  an  '  unknown '  lady ',  and  the  other  to 
the  late  Sir  Antonio  Panizzi,  while  adding  to  M^rim^e's  literary 
reputation,  also  threw  very  curious  light  on  his  character,  exhibiting 
him  as  a  man  who,  with  genuine  and  hearty  affections,  veiled  them 
under  an  outward  cloak  of  cynicism,  for  fear  of  being  betrayed  into 
vulgarity  and  extravagance.  He  died  in  1870,  at  the  beginning 
of  the  troubles  of  France,  by  which  he  was  deeply  afBicted. 

The  entire  amount  of  M^rim^e's  work  is,  as  has  been  said,  not 
large,  and  during  the  last  twenty  years  of  his  life  it  is  almost 

'  Vli-maie't  work  is  Dot  abaolately  despicable  in  bulk,  for  it  extends  to  lome 
dghleea  volames  pretty  closely  packed.  But  much  of  these  is  occupied  with 
familiar  Ullcra,  and  mnch  more  with  merely  miscelUneous  writing.  HU  finished 
and  definitely  literary  publication*  do  not  amount  to  a  third  of  the  whole- 

*  A  tbird,  Letirts  d  ititc  Autre  Inconnut,  is  of  less  importance,  as  is  a  fonitb 
which  appeared  in  1896.  Many  letters  are  as  yet  unpublished.  M.  Filon's 
Mirimh  It  Its  Amis  (Paris,  1894)  is  very  valuable. 

'  Now  known,  after  many  wild  snimius,  to  have  been  Mile,  Jenny  Dacqoin. 
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insignifjcant.  But,  such  as  it  is,  it  has  an  enduring  and  monu- 
mental value,  which  belongs  to  the  work  of  few  of  his  contem- 
poraries. He  began  by  a  curious  practice,  which  united  the 
romantic  fancy  for  strange  countries  and  strong  local  colour  with 
his  personal  longing  for  privacy  and  the  absence  of  literary  Mat. 
Le  TMdirt  de  Clara  Gazul — plays,  nominally  by  a  Spanish  actress 
— was  produced  when  he  was  but  one -and- twenty ;  two  years 
later,  with  an  audacious  anagram  on  the  title  of  his  previous  work, 
he  published,  under  the  title  of  La  Guzla,  some  nominal  translation 
of  Dalmatian  prose  and  verse,  in  which  he  utilised  with  extra- 
ordinary cleverness  the  existing  books  of  Slav  poetry.  La  Famille 
de  Carvajal  was  a  further  supercherie  in  the  same  style.  In  the  very 
height  and  climax  of  the  Romantic  movement  M^rim^c  produced 
two  works,  attesting  at  once  his  marvellous  supremacy  of  style,  his 
strange  critical  appreciation  of  the  current  forces  in  literature,  his 
penetrating  insight  inio  history,  and  the  satiric  background  of  all  his 
thoughts  and  studies.  These  were  La  Jacquerie  and  a  Chrmique 
du  Eigne  de  Charles  IX.  These  books,  with  Balzac's  Contes 
Drolatiques  (which  they  long  preceded),  are  the  most  happy 
creative  criticisms  estant  of  the  Middle  Ages  and  the  Renaissance 
in  France.  They  are  not  fair  or  complete :  on  the  contrary,  they 
are  definitely  and  unfairly  hostile.  But  the  mastery  at  once  of 
human  nature  and  of  literary  form  which  they  display,  the  faculty 
of  vivid  resurrection  indicated  by  them,  ihe  range,  the  insight, 
the  power  of  expression,  are  extraordinary.  During  the  rest 
of  his  life  M^rimee,  with  some  excursions  into  history  (ancient 
and  modern),  archaeology,  and  criticism,  confined  himself  for  the 
most  part  to  (he  production,  at  long  intervals,  of  short  tales  or 
novels  of  very  limited  length.  They  are  all  masterpieces  of 
literature,  and,  like  most  masterpieces  of  literature,  they  indicate, 
in  a  comparatively  incidental  and  by-the-way  fashion,  paths  which 
duller  men  have  followed  up  to  the  natural  result  of  absurdity  and 
exaggeration.  Colomba,  Mateo  Falcone,  La  Double  Miprise,  La 
V^us  d'llle,  L'EnHvemenl  de  la  Redoute,  Lokis,  have  equals,  but 
no  superiors,  either  in  French  prose  fiction  01  in  French  prose. 
Grasp  of  human  character,  reserved  but  masterly  description  of 
'scenery,  delicate  analysis  of  motive,  ability  to  represent  the  super- 
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natural,  pathos,  grandeur,  simple  narrative  excellence,  appear  turn 
by  turn  in  these  wonderful  pieces,  as  thej  appear  hardly  anyi^re 
else  except  in  the  author  to  whom  we  shall  come  next  It  is 
noteworthy,  however,  that  M^rim^e  ia  a  master  of  the  simple  style 
in  literature  as  Gauiier  is  of  the  ornate.  One  cannot  be  said  to 
be  greater  than  the  other,  but  between  them  they  exhibit  French 
prose  in  a  perfection  which,  since  the  seventeenth  century,  it  had 


Th^phile  Gautier  was  born  considerably  later  than  most  of  the 
Thj<9iiiie  writers  just  mentioned.  His  birth-year  was  1811, 
Osntiei.  and  he  was  a  native  of  Tarbcs  in  Gascony.  His 
education  was  partly  at  the  grammar  school  of  that  town,  and 
partly  at  the  Lyc^e  Charlemagne.  Here  {as  elsewhere)  he  made 
friends  with  Gerard  de  Nerval,  who  had  a  great  influence  on 
his  life.  After  leaving  school  be  was  intended  for  the  profession 
of  art.  But,  like  Thackeray,  to  whom  he  had  many  points  of 
resemblance,  he  had  much  less  artistic  faculty  than  taste.  Those 
who  are  tormented '  by  a  combined  sense  of  '  want  of  ideas, 
sensibility,  and  imagination'  in  him,  and  of  his  magnificent 
literary  faculty,  say  that  he  ought  to  have  been  a  painter,  and  was 
only  a  man  of  letters  by  accident  and  mistake.  Gerard  introduced 
him  to  the  circle  of  Victor  Hugo,  and  he  speedily  became  one  of 
the  most  fervent  disciples  of  the  author  of  Hernani.  In  a  red 
waistcoat  which  has  become  historic,  and  in  a  mass  of  long  hair 
which  he  continued  to  wear  thiough  life,  he  was  the  foremost  of 
the  Hugonic  claque  at  the  representation  of  that  famous  play. 
Young  as  he  was,  he  soon  justified  himself  as  something  more 
than  a  hanger-on  of  great  men  of  letters.  In  1830  itself  he 
produced  a  volume  of  verse,  and  this  was  followed  by  Alberlus,  an 

'  Gautier  has  been  a.  severe  trial  to  those  who  will  not  or  cannot  perceive 
that  form  a  what  makes  lileratDre.  II  was  not  Mirprising  that  M.  Scberer 
should  fail  to  appreciate  him;  bat  it  is  pqnant  that  he  ihould  drive 
M.  Faguet  {pp.  cil.  supra),  ordinarily  one  of  the  soberest,  roost  catholic,  and 
least  crotchety  of  critics,  to  a  kind  of  despairing  charivari  of  paradox  and 
contiadiclion.  Gautier  ■  knew  all  the  resonrces  of  French  language  and  stjle,' 
he  produces  '  effects  incredible  and  inch  as  one  would  not  have  thought  that 
French  could  attain."  Yet  'il  pirira,  je  crois,  tout  entier,'  These  things  agree, 
not  t<^;ell]er. 
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>  poem  in  the  extremest  Romantic  style,  and  by  3.  work 
which  did  him  both  harm  and  good,  MademoiselU  de  Maupin.  In 
this  the  most  remarkable  qualities  of  phrase  and  ardstic  conception 
were  accompanied  by  a  wiirul  disregard  of  the  proprieties.  Before 
long  his  unusual  command  of  styk,  which  was  partly  natural, 
partly  founded  on  a  wide  and  accurate  study  of  the  French  writers 
of  the  sixteenth  and  early  seventeenth  centuries,  recommended  him 
to  newspaper  work,  at  which  he  toiled  manfully  for  the  remainder 
of  his  life.  There  was  hardly  a  department  of  belles-lettres  which 
he  did  not  attempt  He  travelled  in  Algeria,  in  Russia,  in  Turkey, 
in  Spain,  in  Italy,  in  England,  and  wrote  accounts  of  his  travels, 
which  are  among  the  most  brilliant  ever  printed  He  was  an 
assiduous  critic  of  art,  of  the  drama,  and  of  literature,  and  the  only 
charge  which  has  ever  been  brought  against  his  work  in  this  kind 
is  that  it  is  usually  too  lenient — that  his  fine  appreciation  of  even 
the  smallest  beauties  has  made  him  overlook  gross  defects.  His 
work  in  prose  fiction  was  incessant,  in  poetry  more  intermittent,  and 
all  the  more  perfect.  When  the  Empire  established  itself,  Gautler, 
who  had  no  political  sympathies,  but  was,  in  an  undecided  sort  of 
way,  a  conservative  from  the  aesthetic  point  of  view,  accepted  it. 
But  be  gave  it  no  active  support,  beyond  continuing  to  contribute 
to  the  Monileur,  and  received  from  it  no  patronage  of  any  kind. 
Nor  did  he  sacrifice  the  least  iota  of  principle,  insisting,  in  the  very 
face  of  Les  Chdtimenls,  on  having  his  praise  of  Victor  Hugo  inserted 
in  the  official  journal  on  pain  of  his  instant  resignation.  He  led 
a  pleasant  but  laborious  life  in  one  of  the  suburbs  of  Paris,  with 
a  household  of  sisters,  daughters,  and  cats,  to  all  of  whom  he  was 
deeply  attached.  Here  he  lived  through  the  Prussian  siege.  On 
the  restoration  of  order  he  manfully  grappled  with  his  jotmialist 
work  again,  all  hopes  of  lucrative  appointments  having  gone  with 
the  Empire.  But  his  health  had  been  broken  for  some  time,  and 
he  died  in  1872. 

The  works  by  which  Gautier  will  be  remembered  arc,  in  miscel* 
laneous  prose,  a  remarkable  series  of  studies  on  curious  figures, 
chiefly  of  the  seventeenth  century,  called  Les  Grotesques,  and  a  com- 
panion series  on  the  partakers  in  the  movement  of  1830,  besides 
his  descriptive  books.     In  novel-writing  there  must  be  mentioned 
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an  unsurpassed  collection  of  short  Ules  (the  best  of  which  is  La 
Morlt  Amourtiue) ;  Lt  Roman  de  la  Momie,  a  clever  lour  de/oret 
reviving  ancient  Eg}'ptian  life ;  and,  lastly,  Le  Capitaint  Fracasst, 
a  novel  in  the  mannerofDumas,  but  fashioned  in  his  own  inimitable 
style.  In  verse,  he  wrote,  besides  work  already  mentioned,  the 
Com/die  de  la  Mart,  some  miscellaneous  poems  of  later  date,  and, 
finally,  the  imaux  el  Canies.  In  prose  he  is,  as  has  been  said,  the 
greatest  recent  master  of  (he  ornate  style  of  French,  as  M^rim^e  is 
the  greatest  master  of  the  simple  Style.  His  mastery  over  mere 
language  is  accompanied  by  a  very  fine  sense  of  the  total  form  of 
his  tales,  so  that  the  at  ready -mentioned  Morte  Amoureuse  is  one 
of  the  unsurpassable  things  of  literature.  In  general  writing  he  has 
a  singular  foculty  of  embalming  the  most  trivial  details  in  the  amber 
of  his  phrase,  so  that  bis  articles  can  be  read  again  and  again  for  the 
mere  beauty  of  then.  As  a  poet  he  is  specially  noteworthy  for 
the  same  command  of  form  joined  to  the  same  exquisite  perfection 
of  language.  In  Emaux  el  Camies  especially  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  find  a  flaw;  language,  metre,  arrangement,  are  all  complete 
and  perfect,  and  this  formal  completeness  is  further  informed  by 
abundant  poetic  suggestion.  The  chief  faults  which  can  be  found 
with  Gautier  are,  that  he  set  himself  loo  deliberately  against  the 
tendencies  of  his  age,  and  excluded  too  rigidly  everything  but  purely 
aesthetic  subjects  of  intersst ;  that  the  range  of  his  literary  energy 
excelled  its  power  of  concentration ;  and  that  journalism  in  his 
case  too  often  usurped  what  was  meant  for  literature.  He  too 
suffered  in  the  last  quarter  of  the  century  from  the  inevitable  reaction 
— a  reaction  all  the  more  ungrateful  in  his  case  in  that  to  absolutely 
no  writer  have  his  juniors  been  more  indebted  for  vocabulary,  for 
form,  and  for  the  subtler  inspirations  of  manner,  spirit,  envisagement 
of  things.  It  is  scarcely  too  violent  an  image  to  say  that  all 
younger  writers,  except  a  few  extreme  neo-classi cists,  since  i860 
or  thereabouts,  have  consciously  or  unconsciously  steeped  them- 
selves in  Gautier.  But  th«  reaction,  as  usual,  needs  no  appeal  ad 
misericordiam  to  dismiss  or  reduce  it.  Gautier's  defects  as  well 
as  his  merits — and  the  latter  are  indeed  a  possession  for  ever — 
remain  nnaflected. 
The  most  happily  gifted,  save  one,  of  the  great  men  of  1839 
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the  weakest  beyond  comparison  in  will,  in  temperament,  in  faculty 
of  improving  his  natural  gifts,  has  yet  tc  be  mentioned.  Alfred  de 
Musset  was  bom  at  Paris  in  1810.  His  father  held  jUfi«d  de 
a  government  place  of  some  value ;  his  elder  brother,  Muawt. 
M.  Paul  de  Musset,  was  himself  a  man  of  letters,  and  at  the  same 
time  deeply  attached  to  his  younger  brother;  and  the  family, 
though  after  the  death  of  the  father  their  means  were  not  great, 
constantly  supplied  Alfred  with  a  home.  He  was  thrown,  when 
quite  a  boy,  into  die  society  of  Victor  Hugo,  the  c/tiacU  or  inner 
clique  of  the  Romantic  movement.  When  only  nineteen  Musset 
published  a  volume  of  poetry,  which  showed  in  him  a  poetic  talent 
inferior  only  to  Hugo's  own,  and,  indeed,  not  so  much  inferior 
as  different.  These  Contes  d'&pagne  it  d'ltalit  were  quickly  fol- 
lowed up  by  a  volume  entitled  Un  Spectacle  dans  un  Fautmil,  and 
Musset  became  famous.  Unfortunately  for  him,  he  became  intimate 
with  George  Sand,  and  the  result  was  a  journey  to  Italy,  from 
which  he  returned  equally  broken  in  health  and  in  heart  His 
temperament  was  of  almost  ultra-poetic  excitability,  and  he  had 
a  positively  morbid  incapacity  for  undertaking  any  useful  employ- 
ment, whether  it  was  in  itself  congenial  or  no.  Thus  he  refused 
a  well-paid  and  agreeable  position  tn  the  French  embassy  at  Madrid ; 
and,  though  he  had  written  admirable  prose  tales  for  his  own 
pleasure,  he  was  either  unwilling  or  unable  to  write  them  under 
a  regular  commission,  though  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes  was 
always  open  to  him,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  published  most  of  his 
work.  As  tie  grew  older  he  unfortunately  became  addicted  to  the 
constant  and  excessive  use  of  stimulants.  He  was  elected  to  the 
Academy  in  1852,  but  produced  little  of  value  thereafter,  and  died  in 
1857.  Alfred  de  Musset's  work,  notwithstanding  his  comparatively 
short  life  and  bis  want  of  regular  energy,  is  not  inconsiderable 
in  amount,  and  in  quahty  is  of  the  highest  merit  and  interest.  His 
poems,  its  most  important  item,  are  deficient  in  stricdy  formal 
menL  He  is  a  very  careless  versifier  and  rhymer,  and  his  choice 
of  language  is  far  from  exquisite.  He  has,  however,  a-wonderfbl 
note  of  genuine  passion,  somewhat  of  the  Byronic  kind,  but  quite 
independent  in  species,  and  entirely  free  from  the  falsetto  which 
spoils  so  much  of  Byron's  work.    Besides  this  his  lyrics  are,  in  what 


5ao  The  Nineteenth  Century.  [Bk.v 

may  be  called  '  song-quality,'  scarcely  to  be  surpassed.  Les  Nuils, 
a  series  of  meditative  poems  in  the  form  of  dialc^es  between  the 
poet  and  his  Muse  on  nights  in  the  months  of  May,  August,  October, 
and  December;  Rolla,  an  extravagant  but  powerful  tale  of  the 
maladie  du  tiicle;  the  addresses  to  Lamarline  and  to  Malibran, 
and  a  few  more  poems,  yield  to  no  work  of  our  time  in  genuine, 
original,  and  passionate  music.  Next  to  his  poems  in  subject, 
though  not  in  merit,  may  be  ranked  the  prose  Con/essi«n  d'tm 
Enfant  du  Such.  His  prose  tales,  Emmelint,  Fre'dtrk  tt  Ser- 
neretlt,  etc.,  are  of  great  merit,  but  inferior  relatively  to  his  poems, 
and  to  his  remarkable  dramas.  These  latter  are  among  the  most 
original  work  of  the  century.  It  was  some  time  before  they  com- 
mended themselves  to  audiences  in  France,  but  they  have  long 
won  their  true  position.  They  are  of  very  various  kinds.  Some, 
and  perhaps  the  happiest,  are  of  the  class  called  in  French  proverba. 
dramatic  illustrations,  that  is  to  say,  of  some  common  saying,  // 
ne  faut  jurer  de  rim  :  It  fatit  qu'utu  forte  sott  ouverte  ou  ftrmie, 
etc.  The  grace  and  delicacy  of  these,  the  ingenuity  with  which 
the  slory  is  adapted  to  the  moral,  the  abundant  wit  (for  wit  is  one 
of  Mussel's  most  prominent  characteristics)  which  illustrates  and 
pervades  them,  make  them  unique  in  literature.  Others,  such  as 
Let  Caprkex  de  Marianne,  Le  Chandelier,  are  regular  comedies 
(admitting,  as  against  the  classical  tradition,  that  a  comedy  may 
end  ill) ;  and  ofhers,  as  Lorenzaccio,  nearly  attain  to  the  dignity 
of  the  historic  play.  The  dramatic  instinct  in  Musset  was  very 
strong,  and  may,  perhaps,  be  said  to  have  exceeded  in  volume, 
originality,  and  variety,  if  not  in  intensity,  the  purely  poedcal. 
Altogether,  Musset  is  the  most  remarkable  instance  in  French 
literature,  and  one  of  the  most  remarkable  in  the  literature  of 
Europe,  of  merely  natural  genius,  hardly  at  all  developed  by  study, 
and  not  assisted  in  the  least  by  critical  power  and  a  strong  will. 
What,  perhaps,  distinguished  him  most  is  his  singular  conjunction 
of  the  most  fervid  passion  and  the  most  touching  lyrical '  cry '  with 
the  finest  wit,  and  with  unusual  dramatic  ability.  The  grudging 
iconoclasm  of/n  dt  sHcle  critics  has  fastened  on  the  formal  defects 
and  indolences  already  noticed,  and  has  found  an  additional  offence 
in  the  alleged  facility  and  universality  of  his  appeals  to  passion.    It 
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is  scarcely  necessary  to  point  out  the  fallacy  of  this.  The  response 
of  the  multitude  to  the  poet's  appeal  may  not  immediately  decide 
his  merits,  but  it  is  not  necessarily  a  disquahfication,  nor  its  absence 
a  tide.  There  have  been — it  must  be  repeated — bad  poets  who 
were  quite  unpopular. 

These  eight  sum  up  whatever  is  greatest  and  most  influential 
in  the  generation  of  1830.  Victor  Hugo  gave  direction  and  leading 
to  the  movement,  identified  it  with  his  own  masterly  and  com- 
manding genius,  and  furnished  it,  at  brief  intervals,  with  consum- 
mate examples.  Sainte-Beuve  supplied  it  with  the  necessary 
basis  of  an  immense  comparative  erudition,  by  which  he  was 
enabled  to  disengage,  and  to  eshibit  to  those  who  run,  the  true 
principles  of  literary  criticism,  and  to  point  (he  younger  generation 
to  the  sources  of  a  richer  vocabulary,  a  more  flesibte  and  highly 
coloured  style,  a  more  cosmopolitan  appreciation.  Alexandre 
Dumas,  with  less  strictly  literary  virtue  than  any  other  influeiioB 
of  the  group,  occupied  the  important  vantage  grounds  of  Ou 
of  the  theatre  and  the  lending  library  in  the  Romantic  Bonwntio 
interest.  Balzac,  equalling  the  others  in  the  range  of 
his  field,  added  the  special  example  of  a  minute  psycholi^ical 
analysis,  and  of  the  most  untiring  labour.  George  Sand  taught  the 
secret  of  utilising  to  the  utmost  the  passing  currents  of  [lersonal  and 
popular  sentiment  and  thought,  M^rim^e,  the  master  least  followed, 
supplied,  in  the  first  place,  the  necessary  warning  against  a  too 
enthusiastic  following  of  school  models ;  and,  in  the  second,  himself 
held  up  a  model  of  prose  style  of  a  severity  and  exactness  equal  to 
the  finest  examples  of  the  classical  school,  yet  possessing  to  the 
full  the  Romantic  merits  of  versatile  adaptability,  of  glowing  colour, 
of  direct  and  fearless  phrase.  .Gauticr  exhibited,  on  the  one  hand, 
a  model  of  absolute  perfection  in  formal  poetry,  llie  workmanship 
of  a  gem  or  a  Greek  vase ;  on  the  other,  the  model  of  a  prose  style 
so  flexible  as  to  serve  the  most  ordinary  purposes,  so  richly  equipped 
as  to  be  equal  to  any  emergency,  and  yet,  in  its  most  elaborate 
condition,  worthy  to  rank  with  his  own  verse.  Lastly,  again  as 
an  outsider  (a  position  uhich  he  shares  in  the  group  with  M.6niBic, 
though  in  very  different  fashion),  Musset  brought  the  most  natural 
and  unaffected  tears  and  laughter  by  turns,  to  correct  the  too 
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scholastic  and  literary  charu:ter  of  the  roovement,  and  to  show 
how  the  most  perfectly  artistic  effect  coutd  be  produced  with  the 
least  apparatus  of  formal  study  or  preparation. 

Three  poets  deserving  of  all  but  the  first  rank,  and  belonging 
to  the  generation  of  1830  itself,  must  come  next:  indeed  the 
first  of  the  three  was  the  equal  of  almost  any  writer  yet  men- 
tioned in  this  chapter  except  Hugo,  in  the  quality  of  his  work, 
though  its  quantity  was  exceptionally  small,  and  its  influence  even 
smaller. 

Alfred  de  Vigny  was  bom  at  Loches  on  the  27th  of  March, 
Alftedde       *799-      ^^  ^"^^  ^  ^^^^  °^  rank,  and  his  marriage 

TiBny.  in  1836  with  an  Englishwoman  of  wealth  gave  him 
independence.  He  left  the  army,  in  which  he  had  served  for  some 
years,  in  1838,  and  spent  the  rest  of  his  life,  until  his  death  in  1864, 
in  literary  ease.  He  had  been  for  some  time  a  member  of  the 
Academy.  His  poetical  career  was  peculiar.  Between  1831  and 
1819  he  produced  a  small  number  of  poems  of  the  most  exquisite 
finish,  which  at  once  attained  the  popularity  they  deserved,  and 
were  repeatedly  reprinted.  But  for  thirty-five  years  he  published 
hardly  anything  else  in  verse,  his  P<^mes  Fhilosophigua  not  appear- 
ing (at  least  as  a  volume)  until  after  his  death.  Yet  he  was  by  no 
means  idle.  He  had  written  and  published  in  1836  the  prose 
romance  of  Cin^  Mars,  and  he  followed  this  up,  though  at  coo- 
siderable  intervals,  with  others,  as  well  as  with  dramas,  of  which 
Chalterton  is  the  best  and  best  known.  He  also  translated  Olhtllo 
and  Thi  Merchant  of  Vtnice,  Alfred  de  Vigny  may  pierhaps  be  most 
aptly  described  as  a  link  between  Andr^  Ch^nier  and  the  Romantic 
poets.  He  is  not  much  of  a  lyrist,  his  best  and  most  famous  poems 
(MciUse,  Eloa,  Doloridd)  being  in  Alexandrines,  and  the  general 
form  of  his  verse  inclines  to  that  of  the  eighteenth -century  elegy, 
while  it  has  much  of  the  classical  (not  pseudo-classical)  proportion 
and  grace  of  Ch^nier.  But  his  language,  and  in  part  his  versifica- 
tion, are  Romantic,  though  quieter  in  style  than  those  of  most  of 
his  companions,  whom,  it  must  be  remembered,  he  for  the  most 
part  forestalled.  In  M^ise  much  of  what  has  been  called  Victor 
Hugo's  'science  of  names'  is  anticipated,  as  well  as  his  large 
manner  of  landscape  and   declamation.      Eloa  suggests   rather 
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Lamariine,  buta  Lamartine  with  his  weakness  replaced  by  strength, 
while  Dolerida  has  a  strong  flavour  of  Mussel.  The  lemarkable 
ihing  is  that  in  each  case  the  peculiarities  of  the  poet  to  whom 
Vigny  has  been  compared  were  not  fully  developed  until  after  he 
wrote,  and  that  therefore  he  has  the  merit  of  originality.  It  is 
probable,  however,  that,  exquisite  as  his  poetical  power  was,  it 
lacked  range,  and  that  he,  having  the  rare  faculty  of  discerning 
this,  designedly  limited  his  production.  The  best  of  the  post- 
iiumous  poems  already  mentioned — the  best  of  all  being  perhaps 
La  Maisen  du  Bergtr,  an  utterance  of  stately  despair,  magiiiJtcently 
versed — arc  fully  worthy  of  his  earlier  ones,  but  they  display  no 
new  faculty.  He  had  however  one  special  quality  rather  of  spirit 
than  of  form,  the  presence  of  a  peculiar  blank  Nihilism  or  Natural- 
ism expressed  with  a  gorgeous  drearin«es  of  language  which  is 
very  impressive,  if  a  little  theatrical.  This  has  somewhat  com- 
mended itself  to  the  ruling  pessimism  of  later  days  in  France ;  and 
it  may  be  partly  due  to  it  (as  well  as  to  the  fact  that  he  had  at  do 
time  enjoyed  any  passionate  vogue  either  with  readers  or  with 
critics)  that  Vigny  has  escaped  the  depreciation  which  we  have 
had  dccasion  to  notice  in  so  many  or  his  contemporaries  and  rivals. 
On  the  other  hand,  no  attempt  has  been  made,  as  was  made  in  the 
case  of  Lamariine,  to  make  him  '  popular.*  Popular  indeed  Vigny 
can  never  be ;  for  he  has  neither  the  defects  nor  the  qualities  of 
popularity  with  the  great  vulgar  or  the  small.  He  is  a  very  great 
artist,  and  the  possessor  of  a  vein  of  poetry  not  abundant  but  extra- 
ordinarily rich  within  its  limits.  But  by  a  curious  and  unfortunate 
chance,  not  easy  to  parallel  elsewhere,  the  dash  of  insincerity  and 
the  want  of  inevitableness  in  him  are  exactly  suited  to  disgust  those 
whom  his  great  formal  and  characteristic  merits  most  conciliate, 
while  these  merits  are  not  quite  of  the  kind  to  suit  those  who 
would  not  be  annoyed  by  his  defects.  In  other  words,  it  requires 
a  certain  not  altogether  common  temper  of  mind  to  admire  Vigny ; 
and  this  same  temper,  while  admiring,  is  rather  likely  not  to  like 
him.  The  common  literary  slang  phrase  about  him  during  his 
hfetime  spoke  of  his  retirement  in  a  lour  divoire :  and.  if  the  words 
be  rightly  apprehended,  they  contain  at  once  a  suOicient  eulogy  and 
a  sufficient  criijcism. 

[:,.;,i,z.d=,.G00gk' 
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If  Alfred  de  Vigny  is  a  poet  of  few  books,  Ang;uste  Barbier  is 
Angnate  a  poet  of  one.  Born  in  1805,  Barbier  never  fonued 
Burbiar.  part  of  ihe  Romantic  circle,  properly  so  called,  but  be 
shared  to  the  full  its  inspiring  influence.  He  began  by  an  historical 
novel  of  no  great  merit,  but  the  revolution  of  1830  served  as  tbe 
occasion  of  his  lambes,  a  series  of  extraordinarily  brilliant  and 
vigorous  satires,  both  political  and  social.  The  most  famous  of 
all  these  is  La  Cur€e,  a  description  of  tbe  ignoble  scramble  for 
place  and  profit  under  the  new  Orleanist  government.  No 
satirical  work  in  modem  days  has  had  greater  success,  and  few 
have  deserved  it  more ;  the  weight  and  polish  of  the  verse  being 
altogether  admirable.  Satire  is,  however,  a  vein  which  it  is  very 
difficult  to  work  for  any  length  of  time  with  much  novelty,  as  may 
be  seen  sufficiently  from  the  fact  that  the  works  of  all  the  best 
satirists,  ancient  and  modern,  are  contained  in  a  very  small  compass. 
BartHer  endeavoured  to  secure  the  necessaiy  variety  of  subjects  by 
going  to  Italy  in  //  Pianio,  and  to  England  in  Lasare,  but  without 
success,  though  both  contain  many  examples  of  the  nervous  and 
splendid  verse  in  which  he  excels.  During  the  last  forty  years  of 
his  hfe,  which  did  not  end  till  1882,  he  wrote  much,  and  he  was 
elected  to  the  Academy  in  1869,  but  Lts  lambes  will  remain  his 
title  to  fame. 

A  name  far  less  generally  known,  but  deserving  of  being  known 
Ofoftrd  d*  very  well  indeed,  is  that  of  Gerard  de  Nerval,  or,  as 
Nerval.  j,jg  j{^\,  appellation  was,  Gerard  Labrunie.  He  also 
was  bom  in  1805,  and  was  one  of  the  most  distinguished  pupils  of 
the  celebraled  Lyc^e  Charlemagne,  where  he  made  the  acquaint- 
ance of  Tb^ophile  Gautier.  Gerard  (as  he  is  most  generally 
called)  was  a  man  of  delicate  and  far-ranging  genius,  afflicted  with 
the  peculiar  malady  which  weighs  on  such  men,  and  which  may 
perhaps  be  described  as  an  infirmity  of  will,  passing  at  times 
into  actual  mental  derangement.  He  was  not  idle,  and  there  was 
no  reason  why  he  should  not  be  prosperous.  At  an  early  age  he 
translated  Faust,  to  the  admiration  of  Goethe.  His  Travels  in  the 
East  were  widely  read,  and  every  newspaper  in  Paris  was  glad  of 
his  co-operation;  yet  he  was  frequently  in  distress,  and  died  in 
a  horrible  and  mysterious  manner,  either  by  his  own  hand  or  mur- 
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dered  by  night  prowlers.  He  has  been  more  than  once  com- 
pared to  Foe,  whom,  however,  he  excelled  both  in  amiabili^  of 
temperament  and  in  literary  knowledge.  But  the  two  have  been 
rightly  selected  by  an  excellent  judge  as  being,  in  company  with 
Mr.  William  Morris,  the  chief  masters  of  the  verse  which  '  lies  on 
the  further  side  between  poetry  and  music'  Most  of  Gerard's  work 
is  in  prose,  taking  the  form  of  fantastic  but  exquisite  short  talcs, 
entitled  Lts  Filles  de  Fttt,  La  BeSfmi  Galante,  etc.  His  verse,  at 
least  the  characteristic  part  of  it,  is  not  bulky ;  it  consists  partly  of 
fo]ks<»igs  slightly  modernised,  partly  of  sonnets,  partly  of  miscel- 
laneous poems.  But,  if  the  expression  'prose  poetry'  be  ever 
albwable,  which  has  been  doubted,  it  is  seldom  more  applicable 
than  to  much  of  Gerard  de  Nerval's  work,  both  in  his  description 
of  his  travels  and  in  avowed  fiction. 

Some  minor  names  remain  to  be  mentioned.  M^ry,  one  of  the 
most  fertile  auth6rs  of  the  century,  was  a  writer  of  verse  as  well  as 
of  prose,  and  displayed  much  the  same  talent  of  brilliant  impro- 
visation in  each  capacity.  Auguste  Brizeux,  a  Breton  by  birth, 
made  himself  remarkable  by  idyllic  poetry  {Marie,  La  Fleur  ifOr) 
chiefly  dealing  with  the  scenery  and  fig^ires  of  his  native  pro- 
vince. Am^de  Pommier  is  a  fertile  and  not  inelegant  verse  writer, 
of  no  very  marked  characteristics.  Charles  Dovalle,  who  was  shot 
at  the  age  of  twenty-two,  in  one  of  the  miserable  duels  between 
journalists  so  common  in  France,  would  probably  have  done 
remarkable  work  had  he  lived.  H^g^sippe  Moreau,  to  whom 
a  life  but  very  little  longer  was  vouchsafed,  devoted  himself  partly 
to  bacchanalian  and  satirical  verse,  for  which  he  had  not  the 
slightest  genius,  but  produced  also  some  poems  of  country  Ufe, 
which  rank  among  the  sweetest  and  most  natural  of  the  century. 
Much  of  his  work  is  little  more  than  a  corrupt  following  of 
B^ranger.  In  the  same  way  the  imitation  of  Lamartine  was  not 
fortunate  for  Victor  de  Laprade  (Psycht,  Let  Symphmits,  Lts  Vot'x 
de  Silence).  This  imitation  is  not  so  much  in  subject  (for  M.  de 
Laprade  was  a  phibsopher  rather  dian  a  sentimentalist)  as  in 
manner  and  versification.  His  verse  is  also  much  more  stron^y 
impregnated  than  Lamartine'a  with  classical  culture.  With  due 
allowance  for  difference  of  dates  and  countries,  there  is  considerable 
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Tcsemblance  between  Laprade  and  Southey.  Both  had  the  same 
accomplishment  of  style,  the  samemiquestioning  submission  to 
the  dogmas  of  Christianity,  the  same  width  of  literary  infonnation. 
It  is  unfortunate  for  France  that  Laprade  was  somewhat  deficient 
in  humour,  a  rare  growth  on  her  soil  at  all  times. 

All  these  names  are  more  or  less  widely  known,  but  there  is 
Onrioait  J»  ^  ^'^^^  '^^ '  °ubli^s  et  d^daignes,'  as  one  of  their  most 
BonMn-  faithful  biographers  has  called  them,  who  belong  to 
tiquea.  jjjg  movement  of  1830,  and  whose  numbers  were 
"  probably,  while  iheir  merit  was  certainly,  greater  than  at  any  other 
literary  epoch.  Few  of  them  can  be  mentioned  here,  but  those 
few  are  worthy  of  mention,  and  it  may  perhaps  be  said  that  the 
native  vigour  of  most  of  them,  though  warped  and  distorted  for  the 
most  part  by  oddities  of  temperament  or  the  unkindness  of  fortune, 
equalled,  if  it  did  not  surpass,  that  of  many  of  their  more  fortunate 
brethren.  The  firsl  of  these  is  P^trus  fiorel,  one'  of  the  strangest 
FMnu  figures  in  the  history  of  literature.  Very  little  is 
^Bixctl.  known  of  his  life,  which  was  spent  partly  at  Paris  and 
partly  in  Algeria.  He  was  perhaps  the  most  extravagant  of  all  the 
Romantics,  sumaming  himself  '  Le  Lycanthrope,'  and  identifying 
himself  with  the  eccentricities  of  the  BousingoU,  a  clique  of  political 
Bohemians  who  for  a  short  time  made  themselves  conspicuous  after 
1830,  Borel  wrote  pardy  in  verse  and  partly  in  prose.  His 
most  considerable  exploit  in  the  former  was  a  strange  pre^e  in 
verse  to  his  novel  of  Madame  Putiphar ;  his  best  work  in  prose, 
a  series  of  wild  but  powerful  stories  entitled  Champaverl,  His 
talent  altogether  lacked  measure  and  criticism,  but  it  is  undeniable. 
Auguste  Fontaney  was  born  in  1803  and  died  in  1837,  having, 
like  many  of  the  literary  men  of  his  day,  served  for  a  short  time  in 
diplomacy.  He  was  a  frequent  contributor  to  the  early  Romantic 
periodicals,  and  somewhat  later  to  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes. 
His  work  is  very  unequal,  but  at  its  best  it  is  saturated  with  the 
true  E[»rit  of  poetry.  F^lix  Arvers,  like  our  own  Blanco  White, 
has  obtained  his  place  in  literary  history  by  a  single  sonnet,  one 
of  the  most  beautiful  ever  written.  Auguste  de  Chatillon  was  both 
poet  and  painter;  his  chief  title  to  remembrance  in  the  former 
capacity  being  a  volume  of  cheerful  verse  entitled  A  TAuberge  dt 
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la  Grand  Ptnle.  NapoMon  Peyrat,  who,  after  the  fashion  of  those 
times  (in  which  Auguste  Maquet,  a  fertile  novelist,  and  a  jour* 
nalist,  and  a  colkboraieur  of  Alexandre  Dumas,  called  himself  ' 
Augustus  Maclceat,  and  Thdophile  Dondey  anagrammatised  his 
surname  into  CNeddy),  dubbed  himself  Napol  le  Pyr^nfen,  sur- 
vives, and  justly,  in  virtue  of  a  dngle  short  poem  on  Roland,  pos- 
sessed of  extraordinary  vtrve  and  spirit.  Last  of  all  has  to  be 
mentioned  Louis  Bertrand,  a  poet  endowed  with  the  Iionla 
rarest  faculty,  but  unfortunately  doomed  to  misfortune  Bspttand. 
and  premature  death.  Born  at  Ceva  in  Piedmont,  in  1807,  and 
brought  up  at  Dijon,  he  came  to  Paris,  found  there  but  scanty 
encouragement,  and  died  in  a  hospital  in  1841.  His  only  work  of 
any  importance,  Gaspard  de  la  Nuil,  a  series  of  prose  ballads 
arranged  in  verses  something  like  those  of  the  English  translation 
of  the  Bible,  and  testifying  to  the  most  delicate  sense  of  rhythm, 
and  the  most  exquisite  power  of  poetical  suggestion,  did  not 
appear  until  after  his  death.  He  and  Borel  perhaps  only  of  the 
names  contained  in  this  paragraph  represent  individual  and  solid 
talent ;  the  others  are  chiefly  noteworthy  as  instances  of.the  extra- 
ordinary stimulating  force  of  the  time  on  minds  which  in  other 
days  would  probably  have  remained  indocile  to  poetry,  or  at  least 
unproductive  of  it. 

Such  were  the  principal  actors  of  mil-kuit-ceni-trmlt,  as  it 
is  called  in  the  anecdotage  of  French  literary  history — the  chief 
forces,  with  some  of  the  minor  ones,  in  the  great  Romantic 
movement  This  movement,  somewhat  over-praised  and  mis- 
praised  no  doubt  by  those  who  participated  in  it,  and  by  enthu- 
siastic after-comers,  has  at  no  time  lacked  depreciation  and  abuse 
at  least  as  exaggerated  as  its  praise.  At  lirst,  and  necessarily,  it 
was  abhorrent  to  academic  critics  and  to  steady-going  persons  of 
all  descriptions :  as  it  proceeded  it  became  something  of  a  fashion 
with  its  own  members  to  smile  or  sigh  over  it,  to  poohpooh  it  as 
a  sowing  of  wild  oats.  And  for  some  dme  past  it  has  been  also 
the  fashion  not  merely  to  do  this,  but  to  represent  it  as  of  little 
real  literary  importance,  as  if  not  actually  quite  superseded,  dead 
in  what  importance  it  had,  as  having  given  place  to  another — 
a  '  Naturalist '-movement,  which,  though  according  to  different 
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Judgments  valuable  or  disgusting,  has  at  any  rate  put  Romanticism 
into  the  lumber-rooni.  We  must  before  we  go  further  say  a  little 
on  some  of  these  points. 

Much  that  is  urged  against '  1830 '  is  undoubtedly  true.  It  was 
in  no  sense  an  original  movement ;  for  almost  all  that  was  good 
in  it  had  been  anticipated,  even  as  part  of  the  same  actual  revolu- 
tion, in  Germany  and  in  England.  It  suffered  not  merely  from 
defects  of  taste,  but  still  more  seriously  from  defects  of  scholarship. 
Not  one  perhaps,  eicept  M^rim^e  and  Sainte-Beuve,  of  the  eight 
or,  if  we  add  Vigny,  nine  men  who  have  been  specified  here  as  its 
greatest  names,  can  be  called  a  scholar  in  the  sense  which  implies 
a  wide  knowledge  of  literature  ancient  and  modem,  with  exact 
knowledge  of  some  parts  of  it.  It  would  be  impossible  to  draw 
up,  except  in  the  vaguest  and  most  general  terms,  a  Romantic 
fTtdo  diat  would  be  either  intelligible  or  inclusive;  and  when 
critics  of  the  minor  kind  attack  the  Romantic  muster-lisis  and  say, 
'What  an  Army  I  M^rim^  sneering  at  Hugo,  and  Hugo  foaming 
at  M^rim^;  Sainte-Beuve,  after  his  greenest  youth,  writing  in 
depreciation  of  all ;  the  admirers  of  Vlgny  dismissing  Gautier  as 
without  ideas,  without  feeling,  without  imagination,  and  the  ad- 
mirers of  Gautier  scornfully  turning  away  from  Musset  as  from 
a  slipshod  sentimentalist,'  there  is  no  possibility  of  denying  their 
tacts.  A  very  great  deal  of  the  work  most  spiecially  of  the  move- 
ment is  childish ;  a  little  disgusting ;  much  mistaken  in  aim  and 
imperfect  in  accomplishment.  Alt  perhaps  has  that  special  colour- 
ing of  time  which,  with  time,  &des  and  passes  to  all  eyes  but  those 
purged  with  unusual  doses  of  critical  euphrasy.  It  is  no  wonder  that 
critics  even  of  the  strength  of  M.  Bninetifere  should  be  unable  to 
refrain  from  scomfid  contrast  of  the  methods  and  aims  that  pro- 
duced PMdre  and  the  Caractires  with  the  methods  and  aims  that 
produced  Han  Hslande  and  I^ Ant  Mart. 

And  yet  there  is  no  need  for  the  most  strtctiy  critical  champion 
of  1830  to  '  look  over  his  shoulder,'  as  soldiers  say ;  and  it  is  as 
nearly  as  may  be  certain  that  competent  literary  historians  of  the 
future,  though  they  may  be  less  enthusiastic  for  individual  Roman- 
tics than  some  of  us  have  been,  will  maintain  the  importance  of 
mil-huit-ctnt-trtntt.     This  importance  is  assured  by  the  very  same 
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fact  which  excuses  iu  shortcomings  and  its  extravagances — the 
solid  inexpugnable  fact  that  in  no  country  in  the  world  did  the 
pseudo-classical  tradition  obtain  such  hold  as  it  obtained  in  France. 
Germany  had  not  advanced  sufficiently  far  to  have  a  definite 
literary  tradition  at  all ;  England,  for  all  the  successive  dictator- 
ships of  Pope  and  of  Johnson,  was  preserved  by  that  mighty  influ- 
ence of  Shakespeare  to  which  both  Pope  and  Johnson  had  to  bow, 
and  even  independently  of  Shakespearians  never  lacked  a  good 
number  of  rebels  to  the  classical  Baal.  The  other  European 
literary  countries  were  in  too  sleepy  and  decadent  a  condition  for 
it  to  matter  much  what  theories  they  held,  seeing  that  their  produc- 
tion was  so  unimportant. 

But  with  France  it  was  very  different.  France  had  arrogated  to 
herself,  and  had  even  to  some  extent  been  allowed,  a  kind  of 
literary  primacy  in  the  Europe  of  the  eighteenth  century.  She 
had,  however  impoverished  her  literature  might  be  in  sap  andi 
spirit,  maintained  a  high  standard  of  form  such  as  it  was,  a  vigorous 
practice  in  all  literary  kinds.  She  had  never  lacked  napies  which 
seemed  to  be  of  the  greatest,  and  which  really  were  great.  And 
the  whole  of  this  force  and  fame  had  been  devoted  to  the  classical 
theory.  Even  critics  like  Diderot,  destructive  of  that  theory  as 
their  practice  and  some  of  their  isolated  doctrines  might  be,  had 
never  attacked  it  directly.  The  only  body  that  in  any  Euro- 
pean country  directly  connected  the  State  with  literature,  a  body 
that  dispensed  patronage,  admitted  to  society,  distributed  fame, 
was,  as  it  were,  sworn  to  its  maintenance.  And  therefore  the  over- 
throwing of  the  theory,  the  setting  at  nought  of  the  code,  the  tear- 
ing up  and  burning  of  the  fences  imposed,  had  in  France  (and 
so  for  Europe  generally)  an  importance  which  it  could  never  have 
had  in  any  other  country.  Mere  destruction,  mere  innovation,  are 
generally  very  bad  things  indeed.  But  with  actually  dead  wood, 
actually  withered  grass,  there  is  nothing  to  do  but  to  slash  off  and 
rake  up  as  ruthlessly  as  you  please.  The  '  classicism  (rfM.de 
Jouy,'  as  the  phrase  went  (thus  immortalising  one  who  seems  to 
have  been  a  pleasant  old  gentleman  enough  with  a  mistaken  literary 
idea),  was  dead  wood  and  withered  grass.  It  was  cut  off  and  raked 
away  rather  boisterously,  the  sets  planted  and  the  seed  sown  in  its 
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place  were  rather  indiscriminatety  selected  and  hastU)'  handled 
But  something  that  had  to  be  done  was  done  ;  and  a  great  result 
followed. 

It  will  be  better  to  reserve  what  has  to  be  said  of  the  alleged 
decease  of  Romanticism  and  the  reigning  of  Naturalism  in  its  stead 
for  the  Interchapter  which  will  come  between  the  new  form  of  this 
book  and  the  Conclusion.  And  some  important  workers  in  the 
more  prosaic  departments  of  literature  have  yet  to  be  noticed,  who, 
though  not  directly  concerned  in  the  War  of  Liberation  in  Form 
(this  was  chiefly  carried  on  by  the  practitioners  in  poetry,  fiction, 
and  drama),  helped  to  a  vast  extent  the  widening  in  scene  and 
subject,  who  removed  the  blinkers  that  had  so  long  restricted 
Frenchmen's  view  to  a  narrow  strip  of  their  own  literature  and  an 
arbitrary  selection  from  the  classics,  who  opened  the  Middle  Ages, 
foreign  modem  literatures,  the  East,  antiquity,  science.  But  the 
very  ^t  that  in  France  all  literature  had  become  Academic  made 
the  assault  on  the  Academy,  which  was  necessarily  conducted  by 
way  of  poetry  and  drama,  the  centra!  position  of  the  fight  It  is 
of  course  easy  to  cavil  at  the  practice  of  assigning  too  great  import- 
ance to  special  dates  and  events,  and  equally  easy  to  show  the 
unwisdom  of  attaching  too  little.  But  the  rather  more  than  ten 
years'  war  in  which  the  performance  of  Hernani  was  the  landing 
of  the  Greeks,  and  the  election  of  Hugo  to  the  Academy  the 
capture  of  Troy,  Is  and  will  remain  one  of  the  capital  incidents  of 
literary  history. 


d=,Googk' 


CHAPTER    III. 

POETS  OF  THE   LATER   NINETEENTH   CENTUKY. 

Three  distinct  stages,  the  last  diverging  in  several  directions, 
are  perceptible  in  French  poetry  since  the  date  of  the  Romantic 
movement;  and  the  preceding  chapter  has  exhausted  The 

the  remarkable  names  belonging  to  the  first.  The  S«oond 
second  opens  with  those  poets  who,  being  born  in  or  Bomantfo 
about  1820,  came  to  years  of  discretion  in  time  to  see  Poeta. 
the  lirsC  force  of  the  movement  spent,  and  found  the  necessity  of 
striking  out  something  of  a.  new  way  for  themselves.  Of  this 
group  three  names  stand  pre-eminently  forward,  those  of  Baude- 
laire, Banville,  and  Leconte  de  Lisle,  while  some  others  may  be 
mentioned  beside  Ihem. 

Charles  Baudelaire,  the  greatest  of  this  group,  and  indeed  the 
greatest  French  poet  of  the  second  half  of  the  century,  „  ^  ,  , 
both  m  mtnnsic  originality  and  m  influence  on  his 
juniors,  was  born  in  Paris  on  April  9,  1831,  His  fother,  Francois 
Baudelaire  or  Beaudelaire,  held  some  posts  in  the  civil  service  of 
the  First  Empire,  and  was  twice  married.  His  eldest  son  by  his 
first  wife  was  named  Claude,  became  a  lawyer,  and  died  a  year  before 
his  brother,  with  whom  he  was  on  bad  terms.  Charles's  mother, 
Caroline  Dtifays,  was  left  a  widow  afler  ten  years'  marriage,  and 
remarried  a  year  afterwards,  her  second  husband  being  Colonel, 
afterwards  General,  Aupick.  Stepfather  and  stepson,  however, 
appear  to  have  got  on  very  well  together  for  a  time,  and  Baude- 
laire was  well  educated  at  Lyons  and  at  the  College  Louis-le-Grand 
in  Puis.    But  when  it  was  time  to  take  up  a  profession  Charles 
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was  reslive.  He  was  packed  off  on  a  voyage  to  India,  which  was 
not  without  effect  on  his  work;  but  soon  returned  and,  being  of 
age,  entered  on  his  patrimony  (which  was  modest)  in  184a,  became 
his  own  master,  and  was  thenceforward  a  man  of  letters  or  nothing. 
The  remainder  of  his  life,  which  was  in  the  ordinary  sense  destitute 
of  incident,  was  passed  in  Paris  until,  in  1864,  he  established  him- 
self in  Belgium,  where  he  hoped  to  make  money  by  lecturing,  and 
to  bring  out  a  complete  edition  of  his  works.  His  expectations 
were  deceived,  and  his  health,  which  it  is  to  be  feared  his  own 
foibles  had  undermined,  grew  worse  and  worse.  He  was  brought 
back  to  Paris  suffering  from  general  paralysis,  and  died  on  the 
31st  of  August,  1867. 

The  singular  character  of  Baudelahe's  work,  his  melancholy 
end,  and  the  oddity  of  the  few  details  which  for  many  years  wer« 
known  about  him,  contrasting  with  the  extreme  uneventfulnesSr  in 
the  ordinary  sense,  of  his  life,  have  directed  on  this  life  perhaps 
a  disproportionate  amount  of  attention.  It  was  not  in  reality  very 
different  from  that  of  a  considerable  number  of  recruits  in  the 
army  of  Bohemia,  except  that  Baudelaire  had  a  love  of  mystifica- 
tion and  'pose'  exceeding  almost  any  other  recorded  in  history, 
that  he  was  always  of  a  retiring  and  somewhat  solitary  disposition, 
and  that  hb  models  both  in  literature  and  Ufe  were  rather  English 
than  French.  Indeed,  during  his  lifetime  he  was  better  known  as 
the  author  of  a  nearly  complete  translation  of  Edgar  Poe — upon 
which  he  bestowed  immense  pains,  and  which  is  certainly  remark- 
able of  its  kind— than  for  hia  origuial  work.  This  work,  both  in 
prose  and  verse,  is  not,  considering  that  its  author's  literary  career 
extended  to  a  full  quarter  of  a  century,  very  abundant ;  but  it  is  of 
the  rarest  originality  and  character.  As  early  as  his  return  from 
bis  Indian  voyage  Baudelaire  had  completed  some  poems,  and  he 
published  these,  or  others,  at  intervals  in  different  papers  for  many 
years.  It  was  not,  however,  till  1857  that  they  appeared  in 
a  volume  under  the  title  of  Zm  Fleurt  du  Mai.  ■  This  included  some 
pieces  on  subjects  much  better  left  alone,  and  the  government  of 
the  Empire  thought  fit  to  prosecute  the  author  and  puUishers. 
They  were  fined,  and  the  book,  as  far  as  these  pieces  were  con- 
cerned, was  condemned.    A  second  edition,  with  the  incriminated 
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ardcles  omitted,  but  with  thirty-five  new  poems,  appeared  in  r86i ; 
and  after  the  poet's  death  the  complete  edition  of  his  works,  which 
was  undertaken  by  Gautier  and  others  of  hts  friends,  gave  a  still 
lai^er  collection,  the  condemned  poems  being  still  excluded,  but 
obtainable  in  Belgian  editions.  Besides  these  poems,  which  even 
in  the  absolutely  complete  edition  never  yet  given  would  not  over- 
flow a  single  volume  of  very  moderate  size,  Baudelaire's  chief 
other  work  is  an  extremely  original  collection  of  Petits  Poema  en 
Prim,  inspired  no  doubt  by  the  Gaspard  de  la  Nuil  of  Louis 
Bertrand  (see  above),  but  handled  with  remarkable  originality. 
A  few  stories  and  novelettes,  of  which  the  chief  is  La  Fanfarh, 
have  to  be  added,  as  well  as  a  certain  amount  of  critical  and  mis- 
cellaneous work,  about  equal  in  bulk  to  what  has  already  been 
mentioned,  dealing  with  literary,  artistic,  and  other  branches  of 
aesthetics,  and  always  instinct  with  genius.  There  were  also  letters, 
but  few  of  which  have  yet  been  published. 

Victor  Hugo,  in  his  emphatic  way,  once  congratulated  Baude- 
laire on  having  'created  a  new  shudder';  and  this  .side  of  hia 
genius  has  no  doubt  attracted  most  popular  attention.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  however,  it  is  but  one  side,  and  not  really  the  most  re- 
markable, of  a  singular  combination  of  morbid  but  delicate  analysis 
and  reproduction  of  the  remoter  phases  and  moods  of  human 
thought  and  passion.  There  is  nothing  macabre,  as  the  French 
are  fond  of  calling  it — nothing  grim-grolesque^in  such  pieces  as 
U Albatros,  La  Vie  AnUrintre,  Hymnt,  Le  Chat,  and  many  others 
in  verse,  as  Let  Bitnfails  de  la  Law  in  prose;  and  these  pieces  are 
poetically  quite  the  equals  of  Z«  Vin  de  t Assassin  or  La  Charogne, 
Baudelaire's  peculiar  and  extraordinary  charm  is  due  less  to  the 
formal  merit  of  his  verse,  in  which  the  attraction  is  rather  of 
the  words  than  of  the  metre,  than  to  its  strange  expres^on  of  a 
mood  known  at  all  times  save  the  most  prosaic,  but- especially 
frequent,  it  would  seem,  in  the  centuries  immediately  before  and 
after  the  Christian  era,  at  the  Renaissance,  and  in  the  nineteenth 
century — a  mood  wherein  the  keenest  perception  of  material 
delights  is  combined  with  a  constant  tendency  both  to  critical  and 
mystical  analysis  of  passion  and  thought  alike.  Lucretius  and 
Donne  are  the  nearest  of  all  poets  to  Baudelaire  in  this.     His 
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adaptation  to  it  of  his  verse,  and  of  the  prose  for  which  Poe  and 
De  Quincey  had  undoubtedly  served  him  as  models,  is  wonderfully 
skilful.  Nor  was  he  less  apt  as  a  critic  to  seize  and  reveal  in 
others  the  manifestation  of  talents,  and  that  not  merely  of  talents 
akin  to  his  own.  For  Baudelaire's  appreciation  had  a  very  wide 
range.  Unfortunately  his  personal  eccentricities,  and  the  somewhat 
childish  challenges  to  convention  which  he  threw  out  in  his  work, 
startled  many  readers,  while  the  extreme  stretch  of  his  Roiran- 
licism  annoyed  others.  It  was  long  before  even  tolerably  libera!  , 
French  critics  of  (he  more  academic  schools  could  speak  of  him 
with  patience.  Even  they,  however,  have  slowly  and  reluctantly 
come  round  to  the  opinion  of  his  power  which  was  from  the  first 
held  by  good  judges,  while  of  his  influence  there  is  no  longer 
question.  In  tone  and  spirit  Baudelaire  was  almost  as  much  the 
leader  of  young  French  poets  for  the  last  thirty  or  forty  years  of 
this  certtury  as  Victor  Hugo  was  iheir  master  in  form  for  the  last 
sixty  or  seventy. 

An  intimate  friend  and  contemporary  of  Baudelaire,  whose  senior 

Theodora       ^^  ""^^  ^Y  ^  V^^-  ''"'  whom  he  outlived  by  a  quarter 
da  of  a  century,  was  Thdodore  de  Banville.     He  was  in 

Banvilla.  remarkable  contrast  to  his  friend,  and  supplied  quite 
different  notes  of  the  poetic  character  which  was  to  dominate  the 
second  half  of  the  century.  He  was  of  a  good  family  in  the 
Morvan,  and  the  son  of  an  officer  in  the  navy ;  but  he  himself 
began  as  a  poet,  before  he  was  twenty,  with  a  volume  entitled  Zes 
Carialides,  and  he  continued  to  write  unceasingly  for  something 
like  fifty  years.  BanviHe  was  an  equal  master  of  serious  and 
comic  verse,  and  during  the  short-lived  republic  of  1848,  and  the 
Empire  which  followed,  he  showed  his  powers  in  both,  not  merely 
by  the  volume  above  named,  but  by  others,  entitled  Lts  Stalaciiks, 
Odeletlei,  Les  ExiUs,  etc.,  on  the  serious  side,  and  by  two  volumes 
of  singularly  agreeable  attempts  in  parody,  satire,  and  other  lighter 
styles,  respectively  entitled  Lts  Occidentales  {in  affectionate  travesty 
of  Hugo's  Orientales)  and  Odts  FunambuUsqws.  Some  of  these 
latter  exhibit  a  faculty  of  humour  in  verse  scarcely  manifested 
elsewhere  in  French,  while  the  formal,  and  especially  the  metrical 
quality  of  the  serious  verse  is  always  admirable.    A  volume  on  thr 
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Prussian  war  was  not  more  successful  than  might  have  been 
anticipated;  but  an  ejEquisitc  collection  of  Trmte-six  Ballades 
Jeyttuts  soon  redeemed  it,  and  for  many  years  M.  de  Banville  con- 
tinued to  pour  forth  strains  not  of  unpremeditated  but  of  most 
accomplished  art,  some  of  his  very  best  work  occurring  in  a  post-  , 
humous  collection.  Nor  had  he  confined  himself  to  the  practice 
of  poesy.  His  Ptlit  TraiU  on  the  subject  may  be  said  to  be  the 
handbook  and  register  of  the  Romantic  prosody,  first  as  expounded 
by  the  Hugonic  licenses,  and  then  as  codified  and  methodised  by 
students  and  practitioners  with  more  scholarship,  if  less  genius, 
than  Huga  He  was  also  a  not  unfrequent  dramatist,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  later  years  of  his  life  produced  no  small  number  of 
prose  stories  and  opuscula  of  all  kinds,  not  always  quite  worthy 
of  himself  in  subject,  but  always  charmingly  written.  He  died 
in  1891. 

ft  has  been  said  that  Banville  was  the  opposite,  or  rather  the 
complement,  of  Baudelaire.  He  was  this  not  least  in  the  extreme 
minuteness  of  his  attention  to  formal  details  and  the  easy  mastery 
with  which  he  could  bend  the  stubbomcst  and  adapt  the  most 
intricate  metres  to  his  purpose,  while  Baudelaire  was  as  a  rule 
contented  with  very  simple  fonns.  The  criticism  sometimes  made 
on  Banville,  both  before  and  since  his  death,  that  he  was  '  all  on 
the  outside,'  is  unjust  even  if  made  hastily,  and  entirely  incom- 
petent if  made  with  deliberation.  There  is  hardly  a  single  volume 
of  fianville's  pretty  numerous  books  of  verse  which  does  not  contain 
pieces  sufficient  to  refute  it.  But  there  is  no  doubt  that  he  does 
not  as  a  rule  go  very  deep,  and  that  a  considerable  part  of  the 
charm  of  his  verse  is  due  to  his  absolute  mastery  of  technique. 
Without  permitting  himself  the  licenses  which,  as  we  shall  see,  his 
younger  contemporaries  were  shortly  to  claim,  he  could  practically 
do  with  French  verse  anything  he  pleased.  Allowing  for  the  smaller 
scope  of  French  in  this  respect,  he  was  the  equal  of  '  Thomas 
Ingoldsby '  in  inexhaustible  fertility  of  rhyming,  while  his  skill  at 
grotesque  and  tour  dt  force  never  deprived  him  of  the  power  of 
linishii^  his  serious  verses  with  rhymes  at  once  simple  and  rich, 
elaborate  and  harmonious.  He  was  in  fact  a  perfect  virtuoso  in 
rhyme  and  rhythm. 
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The  third  of  this  remarkable  trio  was  again  a  little  older  than 
IiBcwnte  M,  de  Banville,  whom  he  outlived.  The  side  of  the 
d«  Liale.  Romantic  movement  which  he  took  up  might  have 
seemed  as  exterior  as  that  to  which  Banville  addicted  himself. 
M.  Income  de  Lisle  (1820-189^)  was  a  Creole;  and  either  for  that 
or  some  other  reason  be  devoted  himself  especially  to  cultivating 
the  exotic  and  polyglot  side  of  the  Romantic  tradition.  Like  Baude- 
laire, he  expended  a  great  deal  of  pains  upon  translation,  versions 
of  more  than  one  or  two  of  the  great  Greek  poets,  epic  and 
dramatic,  having  appeared  from  his  pen.  One  of  the  chief  features 
of  these  translations  was  the  carrying  to  excess  of  the  pedantic 
crotchet  from  which  English  has  also  suffered — the  attempt  to 
transliterate  Greek  exactly,  and  not  merely  to  discard  the  loose  ' 
Latin  equivalents  for  the  pure  Greek  names  which  the  eighteenth 
century  had  tolerated,  but  to  flood  French  with  ^^'s,  with  crrcum- 
flexed  I's  and  «'s.  Th^ophile  Gaulier,  whose  taste  in  such  matters 
was  excellent,  and  whose  fashion  of  quiet  and  good-humoured  wit 
has  rarely  been  equalled,  remarked  on  one  of  M.  Leconte  de  Lisle's 
own  early  hooks,  'II  serait  plus  simple  d'^crire  en  grec'  But  his 
earlier  and  original  poems,  Po/si'es  Antiques,  Poisies  Barbarts, 
Poemes  el  Fo/sits,  and  the  like,  are  of  very  high  merit,  both  in  the 
barbaiesque  and  rhetorical  style  beloved  of  the  author,  to  which  all 
manner  of  strange  nations  and  languages  contribute  {Le  Massacre 
de  Mona,  Lt  Runoia,  Le  Sommeil  du  Condor,  etc.),  and  in  simpler 
pieces  such  as  Requies.  In  sentiment  M.  Leconte  de  Lisle  had 
always  betrayed  a  distinct  inclination  towards  pessimism,  and  to 
the  adoption  of  a  key  of  thought  corresponding  to  that  remarked 
above  in  Vigny  ;  latterly  he  emphasised  this  still  more  and  became 
something  of  a  nihilist  and  anti-Christian  poet.  But  his  eariier 
examples  had  been  powerful  in  pleasing  readers  and  priming 
imitators  with  the  choice  of  subjects  above  remarked  on,  and  also 
with  a  very  distinct  kind  of  handling,  a  kind  which  may  perhapts 
best  be  called  statuesque,  which  has  been  widely  popular  and 
much  imitated,  and  which  perhaps  had  more  to  do  with  the  spedal 
characteristics  of  the  '  Pamasse '  (see  below),  to  which  all  the  three 
poets  just  named  were  contributors,  than  even  the  metrical  .presti- 
digitation of  Banville,  and  certainly  more  than  the  high  and  rare 
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combination  of  passion,  idealism,  and  analysis  which  has  been 
noted  in  Baudelaire. 

The  minor  poets  of  this  second  Romantic  school  may  again  be 
giouped  together,  Charles  Coran,  a  miscellaneous 
poet  of  talent,  anticipated  the  school  of  which  we  poet»ofth9 
shall  shortly  have  to  give  some  notice,  that  of  the  B«cond 
Pamassiens.  Jos^phin  Soulary  was  remarkable  for  the  ^^""^ 
extreme  beauty  of  his  sonnets,  in  devoting  himself  to 
which  form  he  anticipated  a  general  tendency  of  contemporary 
poets  both  English  and  French.  Auguste  Vacquerie,  belter  known 
*  as  a  critic,  a  dramatist,  uid  a  journalist,  began  as  a  lyrical  and 
miscellaneous  poet,  and  achieved  some  noticeable  work,  which 
became  more  and  more  an  echo  of  Hugo,  whose  connection  and 
fervent  disciple  M.  Vacquerie  was.  Gustave  Le  Vavasseur  at- 
tempted, not  without  success,  to  revive  the  vigorous  tradition  of 
Norman  poetry.  Pierre  Dupont,  better  known  than 
any  of  these,  seemed  at  one  time  likely  to  be  a  poet 
of  the  first  rank,  but  unfortunately  wasted  his  talent  in  Bohemian 
dawdling  and  disorder.  His  songs  were  the  delight  of  the  yotmg 
generation  of  1848  (a  characteristic  '  fling'  of  the  time  being  the 
saying,  Lamarline,  un  piano ;  Victor  Hugo,  un_  grand  komnu  ; 
Dupont,  un  poile  1),  and  two  of  them,  Le  Chant  dtt  Ouvrters  and 
Les  Btsufs,  are  still  most  remarkable  compositions.  Louis  Bouilhct 
(whose  best  poem  is  Melmnis)  was  the  intunate  friend  of  Flaubert, 
and  as  a  poet  showed  some  resemblance  to  M.  Leconle  de  Lisle, 
though  he  went  still  further  afield  for  his  subjects.  He  had  no 
small  power,  but  the  defect  of  the  old  descriptive  poetry  revived  in 
him,  and  in  some  of  his  contemporaries  and  followers,  the  defect 
necessarily  attendant  on  forgetfulness  of  the  fact  that  description 
by  itself,  however  beautiful  it  may  be,  is  not  poetry.  With  these 
may  be  mentioned  Gustave  Nadaud,  a  song-writer  pure  and  simple, 
free  from  almost  any  influence  of  school  literature,  a  true  follower 
of-  B^ranger,  though  with  much  less  range,  wit,  and  depth.  He 
was  especially  the  song-writer  of  the  Second  Empire,  with  which 
he  at  first  had  some  difficulties,  though  he  was  later  reconciled  and 
decorated.  He  played  a  creditable  part  in  the  war  of  1870,  but 
wrote  little  after  It,  though  he  did  not  die  till  1893.     One  refrain  of 
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his  Brigadier,  voui  avez  raisoH,  has  had  the  luck  to  bec6nie  a 
catchword. 

Except  Dupont  and  Nadaud,  all  the  poets  just  mentioned  may 
be  said  to  belong  more  or  less  to  the  school  of  Gautier — ^the 
school,  that  is  to  say,  which  attached  preponderant  importance  to 
form  in  poetiy.  Towards  the  middle  of  the  Second  Empire  a 
crowd  of  younger  writers,  who  had  adopted  this 
principle  still  more  unhesitatingly,  grew  up,  and 
formed  what  was  known  for  some  years,  partly 
seriously,  partly  in  derision,  as  the  Parnassim  school. 
The  origin  of  this  term  was  the  issue,  in  1866  (as  ' 
a  sort  of  poetical  manifesto  preluding  the  great  Exhibition  of  the 
next  year),  of  a  collection  of  poetry  from  the  pens  of  a  large 
number  of  poets,  from  Th^ophile  Gautier  and  Emile  Deschamps 
downwards.  This  was  entitled  Le  Parnasse  Contemporain,  after  an 
old  French  fashion.  Another  collection  of  the  same  kind  was 
begun  in  1869,  interrupted  by  the  war,  and  continued  afterwards; 
and  1876  saw  a  third:  while  the  Parnassien  movement  was  also 
represented  in  several  newspapers,  the  chief  of  which  was  La 
Renaiisanet.  Another  nickname  of  the  poets  of  this  sect  (which, 
however,  included  almost  all  French  writers  of  verse,  even  Victor  de 
Laprade  being  counted  in)  was  Its  impossibles,  for  their  presumed 
devotion  to  art  for  art's  sake,  and  their  scorn  of  didactic,  domestic, 
and  sentimental  poetry.  Their  numbers  were  very  large,  and,  from 
the  great  and  almost  intentional '  school  '-character  of  their  work, 
it  is  unnecessary,  as  well  as  impossible,  to  give  much  detailed 
account  of  them  here.  But  the  three  volumes  just  referred  to  are 
an  indispensable  possession  and  study  for  those  who  wish  to 
understand  the  development,  not  merely  of  French,  but  of  Euro- 
pean poetry.  As  was  to  be  expected,  some  of  their  number 
diverged  to  worit  other  than  poetical,  the  chief  of  these,  whom  we 
shall  meet  again,  being  an  admirable  critic  and  novelist,  M.  Anatole 
France,  and  a  story-teller  equally  graceful  and  graceless,  M.  Armand 
Silvestre.  One,  Albert  Glatigny  (a  strolling'  poet,  somewhat  re- 
sembling an  uncriminal  Villon,  with  some  of  Villon's  genius,  which 
he  showed  in  a  few  touching  poems,  especially  the  Ballade  des 
Enfants  tans  Souci),  died  early.     Another,  St^phane  Mallarm^,  the 
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most  erudite  and  laborious  of  literary  contortion isis,  lived  to  take 
part  in  further  developments  of  '  school '  writing,  to  be  noticed 
below.  A  third,  Jos^  Maria  de  Herddia,  an  exquisite  if  rather 
empty  practitioner  in  the  sonnet  (which,  like  the  even  mora  ardficial 
forms  of  old  French  verse,  fostered  by  Banville,  was  a  favourite 
with  the  group),  lived  also,  but  to  become  an  Academician.  The 
three  chief  poeis  who,  having  formed  part  of  the  group,  remained 
poets  and  attained  to  something  like  acknowledged  eminence  in 
their  art  were  Sully  Prudhomme,  Francis  Copp^e,  and  Paul 
Verlaine. 

It  has  been  noted  that  Vigny  and  Leconte  de  Lisle  were,  each  in 
his  way,  philosophical  poels ;  but  the  chief  late  nineteentli- century 
poet  to  achieve  a  high  position  in  this  philosophical  SaiiyPrud- 
poetry  is  M.  Sully  Prudhomme  (b.  1839),  Perhaps  it  bonuno. 
may  be  doubted  whether  this  kind  of  poedcal  vogue  is  ever  (as  the 
French  themselves  say  in  a  phrase  not  quite  translatable  by  any 
terse  English  equivalent)  de  bon  a/w'— -whether  it  is  not  due  to 
mixed  causes,  and  chiefly  to  the  fact  that  persons  who  have  no 
genuine  affection  for  poetry  as  such  are  pleased  to  tolerate  and 
even  welcome  it  when  it  clothes  themes  which  they  can  understand 
and  appreciate.  M.  Prudhomme  had  powerful  literary  friends ', 
while  he  also  enjojed  the  inestimable  advantage  of  writing,  not  for 
bread,  but  as  he  pleased.  The  result^5'/anf«  ei  Poimes,  1865; 
Soli/udei,  i&6g;  Vaines  Tendresses,  iSt^;  La /usii'ct,  lS^8  ;  £on- 
heur,  1888 — certainly  displays  a  considerable  mastery  of  expression 
and  versification,  and  a  kind  of  thought  coloured  by  the  pessimism 
of  the  period,  but  less  hopeless  than  Vigny's  and  less  aggressive 
than  Leconte  de  Lisle's.  It  is  probable  that  in  '  the  firm  perspec- 
tive of  the  past '  it  will  be  found  not  to  rise  above  the  second  class 
of  poetry,  but  it  will  very  likely  hold  in  permanence  a  fairly  respect-  ' 
able  place  in  that  second  class. 

The  popularity  and  accomplishment  of  M.  Franfois  Copp^e  have 
been  of  a  different  kind,  though  they  also  have  led       FTui9oia 
to  Academic  recognition.    M.  Prudhomme  is  a  poet       CoppSe. 
or  nothing:  M.  Copp^e,  besides  a  considerable  amount  of  verse 
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(Rdiquaires,\i^^;  lntimitii,\Z(i^;  La  Grive  dts  Forgerons,  i%6^; 
Les//umiles,iST2;  Promenades  el  Inl/rimrs,\i'j  2;  Conies  dVeri, 
1881-7),  has  been  a  fairly  prolific  and  successful  dramatist,  and 
a  writer  of  very  pleasant  short  prose  tales.  The  tides  given  above 
may  suggest,  and  will  suggest  correctly,  that  M.  Coppfe's  favourite 
subjects  are  of  the  popular-pathetic  kind — the  kind  which  in 
different  ways  Dickens  in  prose,  and  Mrs.  Browning  in  verse,  made 
well  known  in  England  somewhat  earlier.  He  has  been  accused 
of  sentimentality  and  saperliciaiity,  but  it  may  be  questioned 
whether  the  fault  is  not  rather  in  the  subjects  than  in  the  artist. 
The  poetry  of  humble,  as  of  all  life,  is  real,  but  not  more  real  than 
that  of  other  life;  and  the  poet  who  makes  it  his  business  to 
exploit  it  is  certain  to  fall  into  the  trivial  and  the  maudlin.  Sdll 
M,  Copp^e,  though  the  lovers  of  pure  poetry  may  not  care  much 
for  him,  is  entitled  to  that  praise  which  has  been  already  assigned 
in  a  different  way  to  B^ranger,  that  he  has  undoubtedly  given  the 
poetic  pleasure  to  many  who  are  not  capable  of  receiving  it  other- 
wise, while  he  has  never  sought  to  give  that  pleasure  by  unworthy 
means. 

Not  so  much  as  this  last  can  be  said,  unfortunately,  of  the 
greatest  of  these  three  as  a  poet,  though  he  was  something  of 
Paul  a  poetical  Helot — M.  Paul  Verlaine  (i  844-1 896),  who 
verlKin*.  djed  jn  middle  age  after  a  strange,  pathetic,  and  scan- 
dalous life.  The  middle  part  of  this  was  so  much  hidden  from 
public  observation  that,  when  at  last  he  attained  celebrity,  the  scanty 
reading  or  short  memory  of  not  a  few  critics  regarded  him  as  a  new 
phenomenon.  But  he  had  contributed  some  half-dozen  poems 
■  (the  best  of  them,  perhaps.  Vers  Doris,  Cauckemar,  Sub  Urbe) 
in  a  very  Gauiieresque  manner,  richly  rhymed  and  bringing  the 
visual  impression  strongly  before  the  reader,  to  the  iirst  Parnaste  of 
1866,  aiid  he  published  other  verse  early.  Nearly  twenty  years, 
however,  passed  (partly  in  ways  with  which  scandal  made  itself 
busy)  before,  in  the  new  departures  of  poetry  which  coincided  more 
or  less  with  the  death  of  Victor  Hugo,  he  became  famous  and  in 
a  way  prolific.  Peimes  Salurniens,  including  his  early  work,  and 
reprinted  1890;  Sagesse,  i88r;  Amour,  1888;  Romances  sane 
Paroles,    i88y;    ParalieUmeni,    1889;    Fftes    Galanles,  Jadis  et 
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Nagutrt,  etc.,  are  the  chief  titles  of  his  work.  Verlaine  (who 
was  not  unwilling  that  his  extraordinary  head  and  foce  should  be 
compared  to  the  bust  of  Socrates,  and  the  most  produceabie  of 
whose  peculiarities  are  not  unkindly  inunortalised  in  the  eccentric 
poet  of  M.  Anatole  France's  Lys  Rouge)  wrote  some  miscellaneous 
prose  and  criticism,  and  was  a  fair  scholar  in  English  and  other 
languages. 

Like  Baudelaire,  and  even  more  than  Baudelaire,  whose  most 
considerable  disciple  he  undoubtedly  was,  Paul  Verlaine  was  long 
the  subject  of  violent  denunciation  and  of  imbecile  discipleship ; 
but  as  h»  wrote  thirty  years  later  the  discipleship  naturally  in- 
creased, while  the  obloquy  was  less.  He  falls  short  of  hb  master 
in  originality,  necessarily;  and  less  necessarily  in  intellectual 
power,  in  distinct  unity,  genuineness,  and  intensity  of  poetic 
character.  But  he  has  the  advantage  of  greater  variety  and  sweet- 
ness in  form.  He  began,  as  has  been  said,  in  the  extreme  of  the 
Parnassian  manner  which  derived  from  Gautier,  and  of  which  the 
two  requisites  ?ere  prosodic  precision  pushed  to  or  beyond  the 
verge  of  stiffness,  and  a  handling  which  aimed  tirst  of  all  at  bringing 
the  actual  sight-impression  as  vividly  as  possible  before  the  eye. 
But  he  ended  as  the  apostle,  though  not  the  extreme  practitioner, 
of  the  loosening  of  French  prosody  (which  Romanticism  in  its  early 
stagea  had  begun,  and  in  r^ard  to  which  the  Parnassian  tension 
was  only  a  slighdy  reactionary  episode),  and  as  the  exponent  of  an 
extraordinary  &culty  of  musical  presentment.  These  various 
tendencies  clash  and  jangle  strai^ly,  though  by  no  means  inhar- 
moniously,  in  his  later  work.  A  great  deal  of  the  theory  on  which 
his  youdiful  admirers  fastened — the  search  for  nuances  rather  than 
for  definite  colours  and  the  like — was  undoubtedly  extravagant; 
but  some  of  it  was  not,  and  the  result  was  unquestionably  the  best 
French  poetry  of  the  last  quarter  of  the  century,  too  often  wilfully 
offensive  in  subject,  almost  always  charming  in  its  appeal  to  sight 
and  to  hearing,  not  seldom  touching  and  creative  in  feeling  and 
imagination.  Veriaine,  who,  as  has  been  said,  was  very  familiar 
with  English,  made  advances  on  his  master  in  point  of  importing 
that  indefinite  music  of  English  poetry,  the  want  of  which  so  often 
strikes  readers  of  French,  into  his  native  tongue. 
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The   methods  by  .which  he  attained  this  music   are  to  some 
Hia  extent  traceable;    and  are  only  an  extension  of  those 

HethoiU  which  Banville,  and  even  Victor  Hugo  himself,  had 
used  before  him.  One  is  the  attempt  to  discard  the  famous 
alternation  of  '  masculine '  and  '  feminine '  rhymes,  which  after 
.  long  preliminary  experiment  had  set  in  during  the  sixteenth 
century.  It  cannot  t)e  said  that  he  ever  attained  to  the  complete 
ignoring  of  this  most  troublesome  limitation ;  but  he  resisted  if  he 
Gould  not  forget  it.  Another  is  the  shaking  himself  free  from  the 
hard-and-fast  caesura,  proportioned  to  the  line,  which  had  also 
become  obligatory.  A  third  is  the  indulgence  in  a  much  greater 
degree  of  lines  of  odd  numbers  of  syllables.  And  a  fourth,  tbe 
least  welcome  to  English  ears,  is  a  large  extension  of  that  license  of 
French  prosody — in  curious  contrast  to  its  usual  rigidity,  but  corre- 
sponding to  the  practice  of  its  most  classical  prose — which  allows 
not  merely  a  syllable,  but  a  whole  word  of  exactly  the  same  spelling, 
to  rhyme  to  another  (caur,  casur  . .  .point,  point,  and  so  on).  He 
also  indulges  freely  in  interior  or  leonine  rhyme;  and  in  other 
modes  of  keeping  up  a  musical  accompaniment  of  sound.  The 
variety  of  movement  and  of  music  which  is  due  to  these  and  other 
devices  is  very  great  and  very  refreshing.  It  is  conditioned  on  the 
bad  side  by  a  certain  accretion  of  artificiality ;  Verlaine  is  often 
not  more  '  inevitable '  than  Thtedore  de  Banville  himself,  and  he 
has'  often  much  worse  taste.  But  on  the  other  hand  he  has 
unquestionably  something  which  is,  though  sometimes,  rarely 
present  in  the  serene  poet  of  the  Carialides.  In  life  it  seems 
certain  that  his  accesses  and  excesses  of  sensuality  were  inter- 
spaced with  accesses  of  mystical  devotion,  and  this  mixture — not 
indeed  unique,  since  there  are  many  examples  of  it,  the  capital 
one  being  our  own  Donne  —  produces  a  real  '  wind  of  the 
spirit'  in  his  work.  In  the  Poimn  Saturniem  (which,  as  has  beeti 
said  above,  may  be  tak«i  to  represent  generally  the  tradition  of 
Gaulier,  modified  not  a  little  by  touches  of  Baudelaire  and  Leconte 
de  Lisle)  few  liberties  are  taken  with  prosody.  Yet  the  sonnet 
'  Never  more,'  with  its  monorhymed  quatrains  composing  the 
octave,  the  Gaulieresque  Cauchemar,  Soleils  Couchanis  (the 
metrical  motive  of  which  is  that  of  a  vtreiai  crossed  with  a  pantoum). 
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Unt  Grande  Dame  (pure  Baudelaire),  and  others,  make  something 
of  a  masque  or  a  mosaic;  it  was  not  easy  to  say  to  what  the  poet 
would  come.  In  the  later  books  the  Komanlic  combination  of 
foimal  artifice  and  spiriiunl  excitement  had  reached  its  apogee. 
It  was  thought  outrageous,  and  the  actress  demurred  to  it,  when 
Victor  Hugo  made  Mile.  Mars  address  a  lover  as  '  men  lion.' 
Veilaine  addresses  his  beloved  as  '  ma  vague,'  which  marks  the 
advance  on  Htrnani. 

It  is  impossible  here  to  review  in  any  detail  the  work  of  this 
remarkable  and  no  doubt  not  quite  sane  poet,  and  it  would  have 
been  improper  to  give  him  even  so  much  space  as  has  been  given 
if  he  were  not  the  one  typical  example,  that  France  has  produced, 
since  fiaudelaire.  He  is  at  present  the  '  furthest '  hib  im- 
(purely  childish  and  tasteless  extravagances  of  form  pottanoa. 
and  matter  being  put  aside)  of  the  Romantic  revolt,  and  is  likely  to 
remain  so.  He  has  really  achieved  in  not  a  few  cases  that 
mixture  of  musical  and  visual  appeal — that  playing  on  language  as 
on  a  lute,  and  manipulating  the  ideas  it  evokes  as  the  constituents 
of  a  panorama — which  the  critics  of  France  at  last  admit  to  have 
been  an  art  hidden  from  their  poets  of  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth 
centuries.  But  the  comparative  rarity  with  which  he  attains  to 
perfect  success,  the  necessity  which  he  betrays  of  appealing  to 
outrageous  qualities  of  subject,  and  the  feebleness  of  most  of  his 
followers,  seem  to  show  once  more  that,  after  all,  the  limitations 
of  French  poetry  had  their  origin  in  a  genuine  diagnosis  of  the 
French  spirit. 

It  would  be  of  but  little  interest  or  use  to  examine  fully  the 
various  schools  of  '  Decadents,'  '  Symbolists  *,'  and  the  like, 
which  rose  and  fell  in  the  last  decades  of  the  century.  From 
lime  to  time  in  France,  as  in  other  countries,  there  have  been 
announced  '  new  poets '  who  have  equally,  in  the  course  of  nature, 
ceased  to  be  new  and  to  be  thought  poets.  The  strongest  hand  in 
verse,  as  in  prose,  though  in  the  former  only  a  novice  who  could 

'  For  ui  examination  of  '  Symbolism,'  lefreshing  in  its  old-fiuhioned 
ihorongfaaest  uid  vigour,  though  perhaps  showiag  also  a  good  deal  of  old- 
fashioned  prejudice,  see  M.  Ferdinand  Bnineliire,  Ess^is  sur  l«   Lillh-aturt 
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not  or  d[d  not  care  to  carry  his  work  rurlher  in  that  direction,  was 
M.  Guy  de  Maupassant,  who  preluded  his  remarkable  novels  (see 
below)  with  a  volume  simply  entitled  Dts  Vers.  This  did  not 
display  much  variety  of  poetical  faculty,  but  was  vigorous,  indi- 
vidual, and  impressive,  as  little  else  has  been  since.  M.  Richeptn, 
one  of  those  not  unfrequent  men  of  letters  who  show  extraordinary 
facility  in  almost  every  branch  of  literature  for  a  time,  but  less 
often  do  anything  really  solid  and  lasting,  perhaps  came  next  to 
M.  de  Maupassant  with  La  Mer,  La  Chanson  d*s  Gutux,  etc,  and 
with  him  may  be  bracketed  M.  Maurice  RoUinat.  All  these  three 
indulged  themselves  to  the  fullest  in  the  license  of  subject  now 
usual  with  Frenchmen  in  belks  iettrts,  and  in  connection  with  them, 
though  in  order  of  time  and  character  he  should  perhaps  have 
been  joined  rather  with  Verlaine  or  M.  Mallarm^,  seeing  that  he 
also  was  a  Parnassian,  was  another  eccentric  writer,  VilUers  de 
L'Isle  Adam,  whose  right  to  his  famous  historic  name  was  not 
uncontested,  and  who  did  much  wild  work,  some  of  it  not  without 
attraction,  chiefly  between  1880  and  1890.  A  future  was  at  one 
lime  predicted  for  M.  Maurice  Bouchor',  who  attempted  to  oppose 
the  Parnassian  impassibility  with  bacchanalian  strains,  and  a 
present  of  popularity  was  once  enjoyed  by  M.  Paul  DeroulMe,  who 
in  the  reaction  from  the  great  defeat  of  1870  delivered  himself  of 
divers  generous  strains,  not  unpoetical,  but  not  quite  so  poetical  as 
patriotic  Lastly  (not  to  take  notice  of  the  work  absolutely  of  the 
hour)  must  be  mentioned  a  school  of  half-exotic  poets  (the 
Symbolists  above  referred  to  in  part),  at  the  head  of  whom  was 
M.  Jean  Mor^as.  These  poets  endeavoured  to  turn  French 
prosody,  not  partially  but  entirely,  upside  down,  with  lines  of 
unlimited  length,  rhymes  and  caesuras  pushed  far  beyond  the 
Verlainian  licenses,  and  other  means  for  destroying  the  strict 
regularity,    the   uniform   measures    and    limits,  which   for   nearly 


'  M.  Bonchot'a  more  recertt '  marionette  '  dramas  have  bten  praised  by  the 
competent,  aa  have  the  'Buddhist'  poems  of  '  Jean  t^lior.'  believed  to  be 
identical  wilh  the  Pamassian.  H,  Cazalls,  author,  thirty  fears  ago,  of  a  good 
volnme  of  verse  entitled  Mtlanchelia.  But  '  Buddhist '  poetry  and  ■  toarionette ' 
dianB,  however  good  in  thfmselvss,  lelt  tales  as  to  Uu  poeticut  condition  of 
their  time. 
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a  thousand  yens — for  eight  hundred  at  any  rate — have  been  the 
distinguishing  characteristics  of  French  verse.  Such  changes, 
however,  if  they  can  be  produced  at  all,  can  only  be  produced 
by  a  poet ;  and  a  poet  the  school  in  question  did  not  succeed  in 
producing,  though  it  produced  some  tolerable  versifiers  (A  their 
kind '. 

•  See  Postscript. 
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CHAPTER   IV. 

THE   MODERN  DRAMA. 

The  progress  of  French  drama  during  (he  last  half-century  is  of 
somewhat  less  importance  to  literature,  but  of  even  more  to  social 
history,  than  that  of  poetry.  The  greatest  masters  of  drama  have 
already  been  mentioned  among  the  eight  typical  names  of  1830, 
1880  la  even  Balzac  having  attempted  it,  though  without 
diuna.  much  success,  while  Gautier  produced  at  least  a 
poetical  ballet.  Great  part  of  Alfred  de  Vigny's  work,  including 
Chalterton,  is  at  any  rate  in  dramatic  form,  and  George  Sand 
threw  much  of  hers  into  drama.  The  importance  of  Mussel's 
theatre  has  already  had  justice  done  to  it ;  and  there  can  of  course 
be  no  question  that  the  interest  taken  by  Frenchmen  in  plays 
made  the  work,  in  this  kind,  of  Hugo  and  Dumas  not  merely  of 
capital  but  of  preponderating  importance  in  the  Romantic  crusade. 
Although  the  partisans  of  the  two  still  skirmish  as  to  the  relative 
value  of  their  dramatic  work,  it  is  not  rash  to  say  that  posterity, 
judging  securely,  will  hold  Hugo  a  second-rate  or,  at  best,  a  very 
uncertain  playwright,  who  wrote  magnificently,  and  Dumas  a  play- 
wr^ht  of  extreme  ingenuity,  fertility,  and  technical  skill,  who  was 
not  in  the  least  a  poet,  and  did  not  write  prose  extraordinarily 
well.  It  may  be  added  that,  except  those  whose  fondness  for 
theatrical  entertainments  blinds  them  to  every  other  consideration, 
no  one  can  possibly  go  to  the  plays  of  either  for  his  best  work. 
Although  Hugo's  splendour  and  his  sweetness  find  ample  oppor- 
tunity in  such  things  as  the  catastrophes  of  Hernani  and  of  Lt  Roi 
s'amuse,  yet  these  opportunities  are  attended  by  special  tempta- 
tions to  mere  rhetoric — indeed,  to  a  kind  of  bombast  difficult  to 
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parallel  elsetvheie  in  a  poet  of  genius  outside  of  the  heroic  plays  of 
Dryden,  And,  while  Dumas'  ingenuity  of  construction,  fertility  of 
incident,  and  command  of  dialogue  appear  excellently  in  his  plays, 
all  these  things  are  better  illustrated  in  his  novels.  But  to  say  this 
is  not  to  say  much  more  than  that  the  mysterious  curse  which  in 
England  almost  entirely  divorced  the  acted  drama  from  literature 
during  the  nineteenth  century  was  riot  wholly  without  effect  in 
France  likewise.  The  effect  there  was,  however,  much  less :  owing 
partly  to  the  greater  welcome  accorded  in  France  to  the  drama 
itself,  and  partly  to  the  fact,  connected  with  this,  but  not  absolutely 
identical  with  it,  that  nearly  all  the  greatest  Frenchmen  of  letters, 
as  well  as  most  of  those  who  are  not  the  greatest,  at  one  time  or 
another  try  the  theatre.  Whether  the  long  accepted  axiom, '  They 
order  these  things  belter  in  France,'  applies  specially  to  the  journey- 
work  of  literature,  dramatic  as  well  as  other,  is  perhaps  a  more 
dubious  point ;  but  it  will  undoubtedly  have  its  weight  with  some 
judgments. 

The  most  famous  and  successfiil  playwrights,  however,  as  distin- 
guished from  the  producers  of  literary  dramas,  have  yet  to  be 
noticed.  Pix^r^court,  a  melodramatist  and  a  book-  Minor  and 
collector,  achieved  his  first  success  with  a  play  on  the  Utec 

well-known  story  of  the  Dog  of  Montargis  (itself  ^"""tiitB. 
dating  back  to  the  earliest  days  of  the  Chansons  de  Gestes),  in 
1814,  and  followed  it  up  with  a  long  succession  of  similar  pieces. 
One  of  the  less  famous  partakers  in  the  first  Romantic  movement, 
Bouchardy,  distinguished  himself,  in  succession  to  Pix^r6court,  as 
a  Romantic  melodramatist.  his  most  famous  works  being  Le  Sonneur 
de  Saint  Paul  and  Lazare  U  Pdtre.  Engine  Scribe, 
wboliad  been  born  in  1791,  made  his  d^but,  as  far  as 
success  goes,  in  1816,  with  Um  Nuit  it  la  Garde  Nationak.' 
Scribe  was  one  of  the  most  prolific,  one  of  ttie  most  successfiil,  and 
one  of  the  least  literary  of  French  dramatists.  For  nearly  half 
a  century  he  continued,  sometimes  alone,  sometimes  in  collabora- 
tion, to  pour  forth  vaudevilles,  dramas,  and  comedies,  almost  all  of 
which  were  favourably  received.  Scribe  was  generous  to  his  asso- 
ciates, and  would  sometimes  acknowledge  the  communication  of 
a  bare  idea  by  a  share  in  the  profits  of  the  play  which  it  suggested. 
K  n  3 
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He  had  also  an  almost  unrivalled  knowledge  of  ihe  technique  of  the 
theatre,  and  not  a  httle  wit.  But  his  style  is  loose  and  careless, 
and  his  dramas  do  not  bear  reading,  while  the  poverty  of  his  inven- 
tion in  quality,  despite  its  abundance  in  volume,  and  the  Philistine 
meanness  of  his  conceptions  of  life  and  morality,  have  also  brought 
on  him  severe  criticism.  Indeed,  it  has  not  been  uncommon  for 
censors,  sober  enough  as  a' rule,  to  see  in  his  wide  and  long-con- 
tinued popularity  an  indictment  against  the  French  middle  classes. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  perfection  of  his  adaptation  of  means  to 
ends  has  been  admitted  even  by  those  who  see  nothing  but  a 
'  glorified  Vaudevillist'  in  Scribe.  His  most  important  later  plays 
are  VaUrie,  1822  ;  Le  Mariagi  ^Argent,  1827  ;  Berlrand  el 
Raton,  1833;  Le  Verre  dEau,  1840;  Une  Chatni,  \^^i ;' BatailU 
de  Dames,  1851. 

In  1843  a  kind  of  reaction  was  supposed  to  be  about  to  take 
place,  the  agns  of  which  were  the  performance  of  the  Lucrice  of 
Ponsard  in  that  year,  and  of  the  Cigt^  of  Emile  Augier  the  year 
after.     Ponsard,    however,  was   only  a   Romantic 
whose  colour  was  deadened  by  his  inability  to  attain 
.  more  brilliant  tones.    His  succeeding  plays,  Agnis  de  Mfranie, 
Charlotte  Corday,  L'Hotinmr  el  T Argent,  showed  this  sufficiently. 
Ponsard  did  not  write  ill ;  and  indeed  the  tendency  to  order  and 
measure  which  always  fonns  the  foundation  of  the  average  French 
character  deserves  to  be  credited  to  him  as  much  as  deficiency  of 
imagination  and  inspiration  deserve  to  be  debited  with  his  compara- 
tive dullness.    Yet  his  name,  though  perhaps  indissolubly  connected 
with  a  moment  in  the  history  of  literature,  is  never  likely  to  be  much 
remembered  with  any  direct  admiration  for  his  work.    M.  Emile 
Xmila        Augier  (1820-1889)  was  a  more  remarkable  and  a 
Angiar.       ^ore  independent  figure.    In  so  far  as  he  represented 
a  protest  against  Romanticism  at  all  (which  he  did  only  very 
partially),  it  is  because  he  shared  in  the  growing  tendency  towards 
realism,  that  is,  to  a  recurrence  in  the  Romantic  sense  to  the 
Irag/die  bourgeoise  of  the  preceding  century,  and  because  also  he 
gave  no  countenance  to  the  practice,  in  which  some  of  the  early 
Romantics  indulged,  of  representing  immoral  personages  as  inter- 
esting.    Almost  all  M.  Augier's  dramas,  such  as  L' Aveniuriire^ 
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1849,  which  is  his  masterpiece,  GabrielU,  1649,  Diane,  1652,  Li 
Mortage  ^Olympe,  1855,  Le  Fits  de  Gib<yer,  i86a,  Matire 
Gu^rin,  1864,  and  others  of  more  recent  date  (the  latest  being 
Let  Fourchambault,  1878),  were  distinctly  on  the  side  of  virtue. 
Bat  the  author  did  not  make  the  excellence  of  his  intention  a 
reason  for  passing  off  inferior  work,  and  he  is  justly  recognised  as 
one  of  the  leaders  of  French  drama  in  the  lattes  half  of  the  century. 
Indeed,  for  some  thirty  years,  not  merely  during  the  Empire,  but 
until  the  date  of  the  play  last  mentioned,  he  had  no  rivals  but 
Dumas  fih  and  M.  Sardou  in  general  popularity,  though  some 
critics  decline  to  recognise  the  third  «f  the  trio  as  the  equal  of  the 
other  two.  Augier  had  no  command  of  verse,  though  he  sometimes 
tried  it ;  in  prose  he  is  far  superior  to  Scribe,  with  whom  he  has 
sometimes  been  classed  as  representing  bourgeois  ideals.  The  last 
charge,  not  urged  in  malam  partem,  is  on  the  whole  true.  A 
remarkable  if  rather  narrow  common  sense,  a  slight  tendency  to  - 
freethinking,  or  at  least  to  anti-clericaltsni,  combined  with  strict 
probity  in  morals,  and  a  companion  leaning  to  sentlmentalism, 
which  does  not  esdnde  sanity  in  matters  of  human  relationship, 
distinguish  this  dramatist.  Augier  represents  that  eighteenth-  ' 
century  type  which,  on  its  good  as  well  as  on  its  bad  side,  was  so 
specially  congenial  to  the  French  spirit ;  and  he  had  no  difficulty  in 
adjusting  it  to  the  affairs  of  his  own  day. 

About  this  same  time  (1845)  when  Augier  made  his  dibut,  was 
the  date  of  the  appearance  of  a  fertile  and  successful  playwright  of 
the  less  exalted  class,  Dennery  {Don  Ce'sar  de  Bazan,  LAteult). 
Auguste  Maquet,  another  of  the  old  guard  of  Romanticism,  distin- 
guished himself  by  helping  to  adapt  to  the  stage  the  novels  of  Dumas 
the  elder,  which  he  hajj  already  helped  to  write ;  and  one  of  his 
colleagues  on  Dumas'  staff.  Octave  Feuillet,  who  was  shortly  to 
make  a  great  reputation  for  himself  as  a  novelist,  appeared  on  the 
boards  with  Echee  el  Mat.  Feuillet,  indeed,  was  a  pretty  con- 
stant practitioner  on  the  stage,  and  gradually  served  himself  heir  to 
Musset  in  the  delicate  and  interesting  kind  of  the  provtrbe,  not 
always  with  proverbial  titles.  During  the  whole  of  this  decade 
(1840-1850)  Delphine  Gay,  the  beautiful  and  accomplished  wife  of 
the  journalist  Emile  de  Girardin,  was  a  frequent  and  successful 
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play-writer.  Soon  afterwards  M,  Legouv^,  son  oflbe  academician  of 
the  same  name,  and  himself  an  academician,  began  to  collaborate 
with  Scribe  in  work  of  more  importance  (Adrimne  Lecoimrmr) 
than  the  latter  had  before  attempted ;  while  George  Sand  and  her 
former  friend,  Jules  Sandeau,  were  also  drawn  into  the  inevitaUe 
theatrical  vortex.  In  collaboration  widi  Augier,  Sandeau  produced, 
from  one  of  his  own  novels,  one  of  the  best  plays  of  the  century, 
Le  Gendre  de  M.  Poirier,  1855. 
Eugene  Labiche,  who  had  been  bom  in  1S15,  distinguished 
Sngfine  himself,  in  1851,  by  Le  Chapeau  dt  PailU  dltalie, 
iinbiohe.  j,n(j  jn  i[  jaij  thg  fbnndation  of  a  long  career  of  suc- 
cess in  the  lighter  kind  of  play  which,  at  hst,  conducted  hun  to  the 
Academy.  His  best-known  play  is  Le  Voyage  de  M.  PtrrUhon. 
The  importance  of  Labiche  {whose  palmiest  time  was  the  Second 
Empire,  and  of  whose  innumerable  pieces  it  would  be  impossible  to 
-give  a  list,  and  useless  to  make  a  further  selection)  depends  very 
much  on  the  position  which  the  reader  is  willing  to  assign  off  the 
stage  to  the  peculiar  kind  of  drama,  not  quite  comedy  and  not 
merely  farce,  which  the  French  loosely  call  vaudeville.  It  is  certain 
*  that  in  France  this  kind  of  work  has  come  nearer  to  literature 
propter  than  in  any  other  country ;  and  there  are  those  who  assign 
a  positively  high  position  in  literature  to  Labiche.  It  is,  however, 
rather  difficult  for  those  who  remember  the  place  now  held  by  the 
minor  theatre  of  Lesage  (a  man  of  far  greater  genius  than  the 
author  of  M.  Perrichon,  and,  like  him,  an  expert  playwright)  to 
think  that  after  the  same  time  has  elapsed  Ciiimare  le  Bien-Aimi 
will  be  much  more  read  than  La  Princtsst  de  Carizme.  It  might 
task  the  greatest  expert  in  comparative  criticism  to  say  whether,  if 
it  is  read  by  any  one,  it  wilt  give  as  much  amusement  as  to  some 
La  Princesse  de  Carizme  itself  gives  now. 

The  year  1852  was  memorable  for  the  French  stage,  for  it  saw 
the  production  of  La  Dame  aux  Cam/lias^  the  first  important  play 
Dunuuthe  of  Alexandre  Damas  fih  (1824-1895).  For  a  time 
7ouiii«r,  ]vi_  Dumas,  beginning  as  usual,  and  very  young,  with 
a  volume  of  verse,  devoted  himself  to  novel -writing,  and  not  merely 
the  piece  above  mentioned,  but  others  of  his  future  plays,  appeared 
first  in  this  form.    Indeed,  it  was  many  years  (from  the  Avenliires  de 

-. Co.,.,. 


ch.  iv.l  The  Modern  Drama.  551 

Quaire  Femmts  et  dun  Perroqueloi  1 846  to  the  Affaire  CUmtnceau  of 
1867,  and  even  later)  before  he  gave  it  up.  Few  of  his  novels  are 
much  read  now,  though  the  Damt  aux  Camtii'at  has  kept  a  certain 
vogue,  and  Triilan  h  Soux,  1850,  Diane  dt  Lys,  1851,  and  a  few 
Others  have  their  partisans.  Sue  they  were  all  written  with  vigour, 
and  had  dramatic  if  not  fictitious  interest.  His  proper  sphere, 
however,  was  the  stage.  Most  of-his  plays  were  directed  to  some 
burning  question  of  the  social  or  ethical  kind,  and  it  was  also 
his  practice  to  re-issue  them  after  a  time,  with  argumentative  pre- 
faces, in  a  very  singular  style.  Diane  de  Lys,  r853  ;  IS  Demi- 
Monde,  1855;  La  Question  dArgenf,  1857;  Lt  Fits  Naiurel,  iSgS; 
Le  Supplice  ^une  Ftmme,  i86g  {nominally  composed  with  Emile 
de  Girardin);  Les  Id/es  de  Madame  Aubray,  1867;  Unt  Visile  de 
Noces,  1871;  3.-ai  L' Eirangire,  1875,  are  his  chief  works.  The 
history  of  the  reputation  of  Alexandre  Dumas  fi!s  is  rather 
curious,  and  it  may  be  permitted  to  think  that  criticism  has  not 
yet  said  by  any  means  the  last  word  on  it  Putting  aside  the  usual 
and  natural  mistakes  about  him  at  his  d/tnii,  when  his  selection  of 
dangerous  subjects  caused  him  to  be  looked  upon  with  suspicion 
not  merely  abroad  but  at  home,  it  cannot  be  said  that  for  the  first 
twenty  years  of  his  career  he  was  taken  very  seriously.  The 
ingenuity  of  his  construction  and  the  sparkle  of  his  dialogue  were 
pretty  generally  admitted,  but  he  was  regarded  rather  as  a  brilliant 
paradoxer  and  rhetorician  than  as  anything  more.  For  the  last 
twenty  years,  on  the  other  hand,  his  reputation,  though  not  uncon- 
tested, grew  constantly  on  the  whole ;  and  some  sober  critics  have 
been  a  little  staggered  by  finding  him  pronounced  in  England  '  one 
of  the  most  brilliant  artists  in  words  of  latter-day  France' — in 
France  itself,  'le  plus  original  et  puissant  des  auteurs  conuques 
depuis  -MoliSre.'  These  are  very  great  words :  and  in  presence  of 
them  the  historian  who  has  no  room  for  argument  or  controversy 
can  only  state  the  facts,  and  hint  that  perhaps  a  reservation  of 
judgment  may  save  those  who  dislike  violent  reversals  of  opinion 
from  the  danger  of  such  a  reversal  some  day,  if  they  are  not  to 
find  themselvcB  in  flagrant  discord  with  authorities  of  the  future  as 
good  as  those  who  praise  M.  Dumas  so  highly  now.  The  strong 
set  fA  recent  taste  towards  'psychological'  literature,  'problems,' 
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'missions,'  purposes,  and  so  forth,  has  naturally  and  justly  con- 
ciliated that  taste  to  an  author  who  anticipated,  met,  served,  and 
did  his  utmost  to  further  it.  And  it  may  be  observed  that  the 
artistic  qualities  of  M.  Dumas  were  not  fully  recognised  till  the 
greatest  artists  of  France  had  passed  or  were  passing  away.  He  well 
deserves  impartial  study ;  and  it  is  possible  that  such  study  may 
finally  assign  him  a  place  a  good  deal  below  the  surprisingly  high 
rank  with  which  he  has  recently  been  brevetted,  but  still  that  of 
a  most  expert  and  fertile  playwright  and  active  thinker,  and  a  writer 
of  merif  not  much  below  the  first. 

In  1854  appeared  a  now  forgotten  work  by  Victorien  Saidon, 
bom  in  1831  and  destined  to  be  the  favourite  dramatist  kA  the 
Tiotorien  Second  Empire,  and  to  share  with  MM.  Augier  and 
Batdon.  Dumas  fiU  the  chief  rank  among  the  dramatists  of  the 
last  half  of  the  century.  Seven  years  later  iViw  Iniimes  gave  him 
a  great  success,  and,  in  1865,  La  Familk  Bmoilon  a  greater,  which 
he  followed  up  with  Not  Bota  Villagtois,  1866.  Afterwards  be 
wrote  many  plays,  of  which  the  finest  by  far,  and  one  of  the  few 
comedies  of  this  age  likely  to  become  classical,  is  the  admirable 
Rabagas — a  satire  of  the  keenest  on  the  interested  politicians  who, 
in  France  as  elsewhere,  take  up  demagogy  as  a  trade.  Sardon 
attempted  serious  work  in  various  plays,  the  best  of  which  is, 
perhaps,  Falrie,  but  it  was  not  his  forte.  Satirical  observation  of 
manners,  and  especially  of  the  current  political  and  social  follies  of 
the  day,  is  what  he  could  do  best,  and  in  this  peculiar  line  he  had 
few  rivals.  But  he  is  admitted  to  be  one  of  the  most  unequal  of 
writers.  The  progress  of  Sardou's  reputation  was  in  the  opposite 
direction  to  that  of  the  reputation  of  Dumas  fih.  He  was  more 
intimately  connected  with  the  Empire  than  was  his  rival,  and  (as 
viewed  at  least  from  an  impartial  outside)  he  satirised  more  the 
special  weaknesses  of  Frenchmen  as  such.  The  'problem'  treat- 
ment of  Dumas  flattered  that  pecuUarity  of  mankind  which  endures 
strictures  on  vices  when  it  will  not  bear  strictures  on  follies;  while 
Sardou's  Rahagas,  with  other  work  of  his,  is  of  the  dangerous 
character  touched  in  the  saying  that  no  man  is  seriously  offended 
by  being  called  a  villain,  but  none  will  endure  being  shown  as 
a  fool  or  a  snob.    It  is  at  the  same  lime  true  that  M,  Sardou's 
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strictly  literary  faculties  were  inferior  to  those  of  Dumas  and  even 
of  At^er,  an  inferiority  which  told  on  the  success  of  his  more 
serious  work,  such  as  Patrie,  La  Haitu,  and  Thermdor.  But 
it  may  be  said  with  some  positiveness  that  the  not  infrequent 
attempt  to  make  him  out  a  second  Scribe  is  absurd,  and  that  his 
later  unpopularity  was  chiefly  due  to  the  fact  that  he,  pardjr  by 
intention,  partly  not,  brought  too  much  home  to  Frenchmen  the 
faults  which  had  led  to  their  great  disaster.  Instead  of  calling  hiiA 
a  Scribe  it  would  be  much  wiser  to  call  him  a  Beaumarchais,  partly 
manqu^. 

A  peculiar  offspring  of  the  Second  Empire  was  the  brilliant 
burlesques  of  Offenbach,  which  owed  at  least  part  of  their  brilliancy 
to  the  librettos  composed  for  them  by  MM.  Meilhac  and  HaWvy, 
The  first-named  of  these  had  produced  successful  dramas  as  far 
back  as  1859.  The  collaborateurs  did  not  confine  themselves  to 
furnishing  words  for  M.  Offenbach's  music,  but  attempted  the  prose 
drama  frequently  and  with  success,  Frou/rou  being  their  most 
important  work  in  this  way.  M.  Gondinet  and  M.  Pailleron  also 
deserve  notice  as  successful  raanufaciurera  of  light  plays,  the  latter 
in  especial  having  an  excellent  wit  {Le  monde  oH  I'on  t'ennuie,  Li 
Chevalier  Trumeau).  This  may  also  be  asserted  of  M.  HaHvy, 
who  more  recently,  in  Les  Peiiies  Cardinal  and  Other  non-dramatic 
sketches,  showed  himself  to  even  greater  advant^;e  than  on  the 
stage.  Indeed  the  Cardinal  family  may  be  said  to  be  the  most 
striking  literary  creation  of  its  kind  for  years.  It  may  also  perhaps 
be  said  that  on  MM.  HaMvy  and  Pailleron  the  reputation  of  France 
for  real  gaiety  during  the  closing  years  of  the  century  must  chiefly 
rest.  '  Psychology '  is  not  gay,  and  it  is  impossible  to  think  that 
since  the  French  endeavoured  to  give  themselves  up  to  It  they  have 
either  equalled  other  nations  to  whom  it  comes  more  naturally,  or 
have  sustained  their  own  reputation  in  kinds  to  which  they  them- 
selves are  naturally  adapted.  As  for  M.  Gondinet,  gossip  represented 
him  as  for  many  years  a  sort  of  universal  schoolmaster  to  bring 
neophytes  to  the  understanding  of  theatrical  practicabilities,  a  thing 
which  in  its  way  is  as  much  a  tell-tale  of  the  state  of  matters 
ihcatricat  in  France  at  that  time  as  other  things  which  have  been 
noted  in  the  poetical  deparimenl. 
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In  a  different  class  and  earlier,  Joseph  Autran,  a  poet  of  the 
school  of  Lamartine,  obtained  a  great  reputation  by  his  tragedy  of 
La  Fille  <f EschyU.vlach  procured  him  a  seat  in  the  Academy,  and 
gave  him  the  opportunity  of  writing  not  a  few  volumes  of  polished, 
but  not  very  vigorous,  poetry.  Thdodore  de  Banville,  who  essayed 
most  paths  in  literatui:e,  produced,  in  1866,  a  short  play,  with 
the  old  mystery-writer  Gringoire  for  hero  and  tide-giver ;  a  play 
which  is  admirably  written,  and  which  has  kept  its  place  on  the 
stage.  M.  Franfois  Copp^'s  graceful  Luthier  de  Crimone  has 
already  been  mentioned.  Another  literary  dramatist,  to  distinguish 
the  class  from  those  who  are  playwrights  first  of  all,  is  M.  Henri 
de  Bomier,  who  obtained  some  success,  in  1875,  with  La  Fille  de 
Roland,  and,  in  1880,  with  La  Noces  d" AlUla.  Both  these  are  good, 
though  not  consummate,  specimens  of  the  poetical  drama.  That 
there  is  no  division  of  literature  so  difficult  to  judge  from  the  purely 
literary  point  of  view  as  the  theatre  might  seem  self-evident  if  it  were 
not  that  the  extraordinary  passion  of  theatrically  given  persons  for 
their  favourite  amusement  obscures  vision  in  one  direction,  and 
that  the  mighty  achievements  of  some  dramatists  tn  ancient  Greece, 
in  Elizabethan  England,  and  its  contemporary  Spain,  perhaps  also 
in  France  about  1660  and  1830,  obscure  or  rather  distort  it  in 
another.  It  is  an  unpopular,  but  probably  a  true,  judgment  that 
the  theatre  does  not  often  produce  very  fine  literature ;  and  that, 
when  it  does  not,  the  literature  which  it  produces  ranks  below 
almost  any  other,  though  at  its  very  greatest — at  the  hei^t 
certainly  of  the  Agamemnon  and  Hamlet,  possibly  of  the  Vida  es 
sueHo  and  Rodogunt,  certainly  again  of  Tariuffe  and  Le  Misantkrt^ 
— it  provides  literature  second  to  none.  It  would  seem,  after  the 
utmost  possible  endeavour  to  adjust  vision,  that  France,  despite 
much  theatrical  practice  and  great  theatrical  opportunities  during 
the  nineteenth  century,  has  not  quite  attained  the  highest  level. 
Her  tragedy  has  not  gone  quite  deep,  her  comedy  not  quite  high 
enough ;  and  from  Hugo  to  Hal^vy  the  former  has  always  had 
a  slight  tendency  to  become  melodrama,  the  latter  more  than 
a  slight  tendency  to  become  farce.  As  for  'problem  *  plays  of  the 
Dumas  fiU  kind,  it  is  enough  to  say  that,  from  the  point  of  view  in 
which  literature  is  regarded  in  this  book,  a  problem  as  such  is  more 


Ch.  IV.]  The  Modern  Drama.  555 

likely  to  hurt  a  work  of  art  than  to  save  it.  It  may  be  suggested 
indirectly;  it  cannot  be  directly  discussed.  If  L*ar  had  been 
directly  a  sermon  on  filial  ingratitude  and  senile  petulance,  OthtUo 
a  lecture  going  to  prove  that  husband  and  wife  should  be  of  Llie 
same  colour  and  age,  both  would  have  been — it  is  difficult  to  say 
what,  but  certainly  not  Lear  and  Oihello.  And  on  the  other  hand 
even  Tartufft,  even  Le  Misanthrope,  were  a  little  jeopardised  by  the 
too  typical  and  didactic  development  of  their  heroes.  •  Perhaps 
the  really  best  product  of  the  French  nineteenth-century  drama 
is  to  be  found,  on  the  one  hand  in  pure  farce,  on  the  other  in  the 
peculiar  kind  which  Musset  alone  practised  in  perfection,  and 
which  comes  nearest  to  the  romantic  comedy  of  Calderon  and 
Shakespeare. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

THE   MODERN   NOVEL. 

Active  as  has  been  the  cultivation  of  poetry  proper  and  of 
ftifiTitft  -*  drama,  it  is  not  Itktly  that  the  nineteenth  century  will 
Nineteenth-  be  principally  known  in  French  literary  history  either 
Oentnr?  33  ^  poetical  or  as  a  dramatic  age.  Its  most  creative 
production  is  in  the  field  of  prose  fiction.  It  is 
particularly  noteworthy  that  every  .one  of  the  eight  names  which 
have  been  set  at  its  head  is  the  name  of  a  novelist,  and  that  the 
energy  of  most  of  these  authors  in  novel-writing  has  been  very 
considerable.  Their  production  may  be  divided  into  two  broad 
classes — novels  of  incident,  of  which  Hugo  and  Dumas  were  the 
chief  practitioners,  apd  which  derive  chiefly  from  Sir  Walter  Scott ; 
and  novels  of  character,  which,  with  a  not  inconsiderable  admixture 
of  English  influence,  may  be  said  to  be  legitimately  descended 
from  the  indigenous  novel  created  by  Madame  de  la  Fayette,  con- 
tinued by  Marivaux  and  still  more  by  Fr^vost,  and  maintained, 
though  in  diminished  vivacity,  by  later  writers.  Of  this  school 
George  Sand  and  Balzac  are  the  masters,  though  much  import- 
ance must  also  be  assigned  to  Stendhal.  At  first  the  novelists  of 
1830  decidedly  preferred  the  novel  of  incident,  the  literary  success 
of  which  in  the  hands  of  Hugo,  and  its  pecuniary  success  in  the 
hands  of  Dumas,  were  equally  likely  to  excite  ambitions  of  different 
kinds. 

A  rival  of  both  of  these  in  popularity  during  the  reign  of  Louis 
Philippe,  though  infinitely  inferior  to  both  in  literary  skill,  was 
Eugfene    Sue  (1804-1859),    a   wriier   of  immense  fecundity  and 


The  Modern  Novel.  557 

occa^onally  g:randio3e  imagination,  of  whose  vast  production 
Les  Mys&res  de  Paris  {1843),  and  Le  Jut/  Errant 
(1849),  are  the  best-known  examples.  With  him  SoYoU^taot 
may  be  classed  another  voluminous  manufacturer  of  Incident  in 
exciting  stories,  Fr^d^ric  Souli^,  and  somewhat  later  ^p'^T* 
Paul  F^val,  with  next  to  them  KmiMc  Achard  and 
Roger  de  Beauvoir,  F^val's  La  Fit  des  grhies  and  Achard's  Selk- 
Rose,  at  least,  deserve  occasional  extrication  from  the  limbo  of  dead 
novels  that  are  not  masterpieces.  A  better  writer  than  any  of  these 
was  Jules  Janin,  whose  Hterar}'  career  was  long  and  Jolea 
prosperous,  but  not  unifonn.  Janin  began  with  a  Jwiln- 
strange  story,  in  the  extremest  Romantic  taste,  called  L'Ane  Mart 
tt  la  Femme  GtiilloiitUe.  This  at  a  later  period  he  represented  as 
an  intentional  caricature,  which  is  not  on  the  whole  likely.  He 
followed  it  up  with  Barnave,  a  historical  novel  fuU  of  exciting 
incident  Both  these  books,  however,  with  grave  defects,  have 
power  perhaps  superior  to  that  shown  in  anything  that  Janin  did 
later.  Being  an  exceedingly  facile  writer,  and  lacking  that  peculiar 
quality  of  style  which  sometimes  precludes  popularity  with  the 
many  as  much  as  it  secures  it  with  the  few,  he  became  absorbed 
in  journalism,  in  the  furnishing  of  miscellaneous  articles,  prefaces, 
and  so  forth,  to  the  booksellers,  and  finally  in  theatrical  criticism, 
where  he  reigned  supreme  for  many  years.  None  of  his  later 
noyels  needs  remark.  With  Janin  may  be  mentioned  Alphonse 
Kan,  who  however  was  more  of  a  journalist  than  of  a  novelist. 
His  abundant  and  lively  work  had  not  perhaps  the  qualities  of 
permanence.  But  his  Voyage  aulour  de  mon  Jariin,  his  Sotis  les 
TilUuls,  and  the  satirical  publication  known  as  Les  Gufpes,  deserve 
at  least  to  be  named.  Here  too  may  be  noticed  M.  Barbey 
d'Aur^villy,  whose  works  critical  and  fictitious  (the  chief  being 
probably  L'EnsorceUe)  display  a  very  remarkable  faculty  of  style, 
perhaps  too  deliberately  eccentric,  but  full  of  distinction  and 
vigour. 

Under  the  Empire,  a  fresh  group  of  novelists  of  incident  sprang 
up.  MM.  Erckmann  and  Chatrian  produced  in  collaboration  a 
large  number  of  tales,  chiefly  dealing  with  the  events  of  the 
Revolution  and  the  First  Empire  in  the  north-eastern  provinces 
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of  France.  Criminal  and  legal  subjects  were  great  favourites  with 
the  late  Emile  Gaboriau,  who  naturalised  in  France  the  detective 
novel.     His  chief  follower  was  Fortuni  du  Boisgobey. 

The  two  beat  novelists  of  the  generation  .of  1830,  outside  the  list 
of  masters,  have  yet  to  be  noticed.  These  are  Charles  de  Bernard 
Cbarle*  da     ^^^  J^'^  Sandeau.    Charles  de  Bernard  (1805-1850), 

Bernard.  whoEe  name  out  of  letters  was  Charles  Bernard  du 
Grail  de  la  Vtllette,  was  at  one  time  connected  with  Balzac,  but 
his  fashion  of  work  is  entirely  different  from  that  of  his  master. 
He  divides  himself  for  the  most  part  between  the  representation  of 
the  Parisian  hfe  of  good  society  and  that  of  country-house  maimers. 
His  shorter  tales  are  perhaps  his  best,  and  many  of  them,  such  as 
L'Ecueil,  La  Quarantaine,  Lt  Paralonnerre,  Le  Gendre,  etc.,  are 
admirable  examples  of  a  class  in  which  Frenchmen  have  always 
excelled.  But  his  longer  works,  Gerfaul,  Les  AiUs  ^Icare,  Un 
Homme  S/rieux,  etc.,  are  not  inferior  to  them  in  wit,  in  accurate 
knowledge  and  skilful  portraiture  of  character,  in  good  breeding, 
and  in  satiric  touches  which  are  always  good-humoured.  His 
work,  which  was  almost  entirely  produced  during  the  reign  of 
Louis  Philippe  (Ger/aut,  its  central  and  most  generally  popular 
example,  appeared  in  1S38),  had  no  small  influence  on  Thackeray, 
and  perhaps  stands  nearer  to  that  novelist's  than  anything  else  in 
French,  though  it  is  somewhat  lighter. 
Jules  Sandeau  (1811-1883)  was  a  novelist  of  no  very  different 
Jniea         class,  but  with  less  wit,  with  much  less  satiric  mten- 

SAndean.  tlon,  and  with  a  greater  infusion  of  sentiment,  not 
to  say  tragedy.  His  connection  with  George  Sand,  who  partly 
borrowed  her  name  from  his,  has  been  noted.  He  was  a  constant 
contributor  to  the  Htvue  des  Deux  Monies,  held  public  places  as 
librarian,  and  entered  the  Academy  in  185S.  His  best  novels  (the 
composition  of  which  covered  some  forty  years,  from  1834  to  1873), 
Catherine,  Mademoiselle  de  Penarvan,  Mademoiselle  de  la  Seigliire, 
Le  Docleur  Herbtau,  are  drawn  from  provincial  life,  which,  from 
the  great  size  of  France  and  its  diversity  in  scenery  and  local 
character,  has  been  a  remarkably  fertile  subject  to  French  novelists. 
These  novels  are  remarkable  for  their  accurate  and  dramatic  con< 
Btruction  (which  is  such  that  they  have  lent  themselves  in  more 
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than  one  instance  to  theatrical  adaptation  with  great  success)  and 
their  pure  and  healthy  moralit}'. 

Next  in  order  of  birth  may  be  mentioned  Octave  Feuillet 
(1821-1890),  who  began,  as  has  been  mentioned,  ooiaTe 
by  officiating  as  assistant  to  Alexandre  Dumas.  His  FeuUiet. 
first  independent  efforts  in  novel-writing,  Bellah  and  Onesla,  were 
of  the  same  kind  as  his  master's ;  but  they  were  not  great  suc- 
cesses, and  after  a  short  time  he  struck  into  an  original  and  much 
more  promising  path.  His  Urst  really  characteristic  novel  was  La 
Peiile  Comlessi,  1856,  and  this  was  followed  by  others,  the  best  of 
which  are  Le  Roman  £un  Jetme  Homme  Pauvrt,  1858;  StbylU, 
i86a;  M.  de  Camors,  1867;  Julia  de  TrAaur,  1872  (the  two  last 
being  perhaps  his  strongest  books,  though  the  Roman  tlunjeune 
JSommt  Paaure  is  the  most  popular);  La  Morlt,  1886;  and 
Hemtair  iArliste,  1890.  M.  Feuillet  wrote  in  a  pure  and  easy 
style,  and  exhibited  in  his  novels  acquaintance  with  the  manners  of 
good  society,  and  a  considerable  command  of  pathos.  Some  very 
amusing  reminiscences  were  published  by  his  widow  a  few  years 
after  his  death.  For  some  reason  or  other — his  favour  with  the 
Second  Empire  (the  disasters  of  which  were  more  rationally 
than  heroically  visited  upon  its  prot/g/s  in  France),  his  lack  of 
connection  with  any  literary  coterie,  and  his  conservative  tendencies 
in  religion,  politics,  and  to  a  certain  extent  morals,  may  be  alleged 
— Feuillet,  though  always  popular  with  French  readers,  was  depre- 
dated by  the  majority  of  French  critics.  The  depreciation  would 
have  been  justified  if  he  had  written  nothing  but  books  like  the 
Roman  dun  Jeunt  Homme  Pauvre,  which  is  full  of  catchpenny 
and  vulgar  sentiment.  But  it  entirely  overlooks  the  good  qualities 
above  referred  to,  which  occasionally  rouse  him  to  really  tragic 
height,  and  constantly  enable  him  to  furnish  excellent  comedy. 
He  had,  as  has  been  noted  in  its  place,  direct  dramatic  aptitudes, 
and  these  stood  him  in  good  stead  in  his  novels. 

Henry  Murger  had  a  very  original,  though  a  somewhat  limited, 
talent     He  is  the  novelist  of  what  is  called  the 
Parisian  BoMme,  the  reckless  society  of  yoimg  artists 
and  men  of  letters,  which  has  always  grouped  itself  in  greater 
numbers  at  Paris  than  anywhere  else.     The  novel,  or  rather  the 
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^ries  of  sketches,  eniiclcd  La  Vie  de  BoMme,  1851,  is  one  which, 
from  the  truth  to  nature,  the  pathos,  and  the  wit  which  accompany 
its  caiicaturc  and  burlesque  of  manners,  will  always  hold  a  position 
in  literature.  Murger,  who  experienced  many  hardships  in  his 
youth,  was  all  his  life  a  careless  and  reckless  liver,  and  died 
young.  His  works  (all  prose  fiction,  except  a  small  collection  of 
poems  not  very  striking  in  form  but  touching  and  sincere  in 
sentiment)  are  tolerably  numerous,  but  the  best  of  them  are  little 
more  than  repetitions  of  the  Vie  de  BoMmt. 

Edmond  About,  a  very  lively  writer,  whose  liveliness  was  not 
Bdmond      always  kept  sufficiently  in  check  by  good  taste,  oscil- 

Aboot.  lated  between  fiction  and  journalism,  latterly  inclining 
chiefly  to  journalism.  In  his  younger  days  he  was  better  known 
as  a  novelist,  and  some  of  his  works,  such  as  Tolla,  1855,  and 
Lt  Roi  des  Monlagnes,  were  very  popular.  More  characteristic 
perhaps  are  his  shorter  and  more  familiar  stories  (L'ffomme  i 
fOreiik  Cassie,  1861,  Le  Ne%  d'un  Notairt,  etc.).  In  this  same 
group  of  novelists  of  the  Second  Republic  and  Empire  ranks 
Ernest  Feydeau,  a  morbid  and  thoroughly  unwhole- 
some author,  who.  however,  did  not  lack  power,  and 
once  at  least  (in  Syhn't)  produced  work  of  unquestionable  merit. 
His  other  novels,  Fanny,  1858,  Daniel,  La  Comlesse  de  Chalis,  are 
chiefly  remarkable  as  showing  the  worst  side  of  the  society  of  the 
Empire.  Among  writers  of  short  stories  Champfleury,  a  friend 
and  contemporary  of  Murger,  who  betook  himself  later  to  artistic 
criticism  of  the  historical  kind,  deserves  notice  for  his  amusing 
extravaganzas.  Younger  men  were  Victor  Cherbuliez  (b.  1826), 
who  about  i860  began  a  very  long  series  of  novels  {Le  Comte  Kostia, 
Le  Roman  Stme  Honnite  Femme,  Mela  Holdtnis,  Samuel  Brohl  et 

OiutaiTa  Cie,  etc.)  of  remarkably  varied  excellence,  though  never 
Drom.  quite  masterpieces;  and  Gustave  Droz  with  the 
singularly  ingenious  and  witty  series  of  domestic  sketches  entitled 
Monsieur,  Madame  el  BiM,  1 866,  and  Enlre  Nous.  The  range  of 
subject  in  these  is  wide  and  not  always  what  is  understood  by  the  ■ 
English  word  '  domestic.'  But  the  fancy  shown  in  their  design  and 
the  literary  skill  of  their  execution  are  alike  remarkable  and  worthy 
of  the  ancient  reputation  of  France  in  the  short  prose  tale.     Before 
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his  death  the  author  sobered  down  considerably,  though  in  his 
last  work,  Trisiesses  et  Sourires,  he  showed  no  declension  of  purely 
literary  faculty. 

The  greatest  of  the  Second  Empire  novelists  is  unquestionably 
Gustave  Flaubert,  who  was  born  in  1821.  Having  Eianbsrt 
a  sufficient  income  he  betook  himself  early  to  litcra* 
ture,  which  be  cultivated  with  an  amount  of  care  and  elaborate 
self-disdpline  rare  among  authors.  In  1848  he  contributed  to 
the  Arlisie  newspaper,  then  edited  by  Gautier,  some  fragments 
of  a  remarkable  fantasy-piece  on  the  legend  of  St.  Anthony, 
which  was  not  published  as  a  whole  till  nearly  a  quarter  of  a 
century  later.  In  1859,  being  then  almost  forty  years  pld,  he 
achieved  at  once  a  great  success  and  a  great  scandal  by  his 
novel  of  Madame  Bovary,  a  study  of  provincial  life,  as  unsparing 
as  any  of  Balzac's,  but  more  true  to  actual  nature,  more  finished 
in  constniclion,  and  far  superior  in  style.  It  was  the  subject  of 
a  prosecution,  but  the  author  was  acquitted.  Next,  M.  Flaubert 
selected  an  archaeological  subject,  and  produced,  afler  long  study, 
Salammbo,  a  novel  the  scene  of  which  is  pitched  at  Carth:^  in 
the  days  of  the  mercenary  war.  This  book,  like  the  former,  has 
a  certain  repulsiveness  of  subject  in  parts ;  but  the  vigour  c^  the 
drawing  and  the  extraordinary  skill  in  description  are  as  remarkable 
as  ever.  L Education  Senh'menlale,  which  followed,  was  Flaubert's 
least  popular  work,  being  too  long,  and  having  an  insufficiently 
defined  plot  and  interest  Then  appeared  the  completed  Teniation 
de  St.  Antot'ta,  a  book  deserving  to  rank  at  the  head  of  its  class- 
that  of  the  fantastic  romance.  Afterwards  came  Treis  Cotties, 
exhibiting  in  miniature  all  the  author's  characteristics ;  and  lastly, 
after  his  sudden  death,  in  1881,  the  unfinished  Bouvard  et  P&uehet, 
an  extraordinary  fantasia  on  the  theme  Vaniias  vam'tahtm,  as 
exemplified  in  the  successive  adoption  of,  and  di^^st  with,  the 
various  arts,  sciences,  studies,  occupations,  and  amusements  of  life 
on  the  part  of  a  couple  of  commonplace  persons  who  have  acquired 
a  small  independence.  The  feulis  of  Flaubert  are,  in  the  first 
place,  indiscriminate  meddling  with  subjects  best  left  alone,  which 
he  shares  with  most  French  novelists ;  in  the  second,  a  certain 
complaisance  in  dealing  with  things  simjply  horrible,  which  is  more 
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peculiar  to  him ;  in  the  third,  an  occasional  prodigality  of  erudite 
detail  which  clogs  and  impedes  the  action.  His  merits  are  an 
almost  incomparable  power  of  description,  a  mastery  of  those  types 
of  character  which  be  attempts,  an  imagination  of  extraordinaiy 
power,  and  a  singular  satirical  criticism  of  life,  which  does  not 
exclude  the  possession  of  a  vein  of  romantic  and  almost  poetical 
sentiment  and  suggestion.  He  is  a  writer  repulsive  to  many, 
unintelligible  to  more,  and  never  likely  to  be  generally  popular, 
but  sure  to  retain  his  place  in  the  admiration  of  those  who  judge 
literature  as  Ucerature. 

Some  time  after  Flaubert's  death  there  were  published  a  few 
miscellaneous  works  and  a  correspondence  with  George  Sand, 
which  was  followed  up  by  a  much  larger  collection  of  letters  to 
his  family  and  friends  generally.  These  posthumous  documents, 
while  throwing  a  good  deal  of  light  on  his  curious  character,  aided 
the  effect  of  his  uncomraented  work  in  exercising  a  very  great 
influence  on  writers  of  the  younger  generation  by  exhibiting  bini 
as  the  champion,  and  the  unflinching  practitioner,  of  a  theory  of 
writing  the  most  laborious  ever  yet  formulated.  The  centre  point 
of  this  theory  may  be  said  to  be  what  has  been  catted  the  '  doctrine 
of  the  single  word';  that  is  to  say,  the  doctrine  that  in  order  to 
express  the  artist's  idea,  and  to  convey  it  to  the  reader's  apprehension, 
there  is  always  some  phrase,  and  generally  but  one  phrase,  which 
is  absolutely  right,  while  all  others  are  either  mistakes  or  make- 
shifts ;  and  that  as  a  consequence  the  artist  is  bound  to  himt  for  this 
phrase  till  he  finds  it,  no  matter  at  what  cost  of  labour  and  time. 
HI,  In  his  entire  disregard  of  alt  interests  but  hterary 

llterwv  ones,  in  his  horror  of  the  bourgeois  and  other  points, 
position.  Flaubert  was  less  individual  and  more  a  continuator 
of  the  men  of  r830,  of  whom,  in  fact,  he  was  much  more  a  belated 
representative  than  be  was  a  champion  of  the  school  which  fol- 
lowed. It  is  important  that  this  should  be  kept  in  view,  because 
as  a  matter  of  fact  Flaubert  is  (he  only  member  of  this  later  school 
itself  who  can  be  allowed  high  and  undoubted  genius ;  and,  if  there 
is  in  him  this  Romantic  tendency  which  is  not  present  or  less 
present  in  them,  the  inference  is  loo  obvious  to  need  specific 
drawinof.     Be  this  as  it  may,  La   Tenialt'on   dt  Saint  Anioitu  is 
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certainly  'one  of  the  greatest  productions  of  France  in  Tantastic 
literature,  Madame  Bovary  one  of  her  greatest  productions  in  the 
department  of  satiric  presentation  of  actual  life.  Flauliert  had  no 
poetic  power,  and  his  play,  Lt  Candidal,  is  not  a  success,  bnt  he 
ranks  among  the  very  greatest  of  prose  writers. 

The  school  just  referred  to,  by  whom  the  name  of  Flaubert  has 
been  much  invoked,  and  his  reputation  has  been  not  a  little 
compromised,  b  the  school  of  the  so-called  Naturalists,  who 
according  to  their  own  account — an  account  perhaps  The 

too  hastily  accepted — ousted  Romanticism  altogether,  NatoraltaU. 
and  established  themselves  as  the  literary  leaders  of  the  later 
nineteenth  century.  Their  principal  chiefs,  all  of  them  novelists, 
were  the  brothers  Goncourt,  M.  Emile  Zola,  to  some  extent 
M.  Alphonse  Daudet,  and  Guy  de  Maupassant,  too  early  lost. 
The  Naturalists  affect  to  derive  from  Stendhal,  through  Balzac  and 
Flaubert.  That  is  to  say,  they  adopted  the  analytic  method,  and 
devoted  themselves  chiefly  to  the  study  of  character.  But  they  go 
farther  than  these  great  artists  by  objecting  to  the  processes  of  art. 
According  to  them,  literature  was  to  be  strictly  'scientific,'  to 
confine  itself  to  anatomy,  and,  it  would  appear,  to  morbid  anatomy 
only.  The  Romantic  treatment,  that  is  to  say,  the  presentation  of 
natural  £icts  in  an  artistic  setting,  was  rigidly  proscribed.  Everything 
must  be  set  down  on  the  principle  of  a  newspaper  report,  or,  to  go 
to  another  art  for  en  illustration,  as  if  by  a  photographic  camera, 
not  by  an  artist's  pencil.  Now  it  will  be  obvious  to  any  impartial 
critic  that  the  pursuance  of  this  method  is  in  itself  fatal  to  the 
interest  of  a  book.  The  reader,  unless  of  the  very  lowest  order  of 
inteUecl,  does  not  want  in  a  novel  a  mere  reproduction  of  the  facts 
of  life,  still  less  a  mere  scientific  reference  of  them  to  causes. 
Accordingly,  the  Naturalist  method  inevitably  produces  an  extreme 
dulness.  In  their  search  for  a  cure,  its  practitioners  may  have 
observed  that  there  are  cerain  divisions  of  human  action,  usually 
classed  as  vice  and  crime,  in  which,  for  their  own  sake,  and 
independently  of  pleasure  in  artistic  appreciation  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  are  presented,  a  morbid  interest  is  felt  by  a  large 
number  of  persons.  They  therefore,  with  businesslike  shrewdness, 
invariably,  or  almost  invariably,  selected  their  subjects  from  these 
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privileged  classes.  The  ambition  of  the  Naturalist,  forieflf  described 
without  epigram  or  flippancy,  but  as  be  would  himself  say 
scientifically,  is  to  mention  the  unmentionable  with  as  much  fulness 
of  detail  as  possible. 

First  among  the  champions  of  Naturalism — If  indeed  they 
were  not,  as  the  last  survivor  of  them  asserted,  its  inventors — 
must  be  mentioned  the  brothers  Goncourt,  the  younger  of 
IieaDem  whom,  Jules  de  Goncourt,  bom  in  1830,  died  in 
Qonoonrt.  the  year  of  the  Franco-Prussian  war,  while  the 
elder,  Edmond,  born  in  1822,  survived  till  1896.  During  the 
later  years  of  the  Empire,  indeed  during  its  whole  course, '  les  deus 
Goncourt'  were  chiefly  known  as  enthusiastic  collectors  of  brie- 
h-brac  and  as  art  critics  and  art  historians  (especially  in  regard 
to  the  eighteenth  century)  of  extreme  diligence,  as  unsucces^ul 
dramatists,  as  members  of  Parisian  literary  society,  and  as  the 
producers  in  collaboration  of  certain  novels  {Saur  Philomint,  1861; 
Renie  Mattperin,  1864;  Germinie  Laeerimx,  1865;  Madame 
Gervaisais,  1869),  dealing  for  the  most  part  with  slightly  'grimy' 
subjects,  and  written  in  a  very  laboured  style  intended  to  bring  the 
impression  as  vividly  as  possible  before  the  reader.  After  the 
death  of  Jules,  and  the  war,  Edmond  continued  the  series  of  novels 
with  others  (La  Filk  Elisa,  Les  Frires  Zemganno,  Ch/rie),  and  al 
last  in  the  year  i88j  he  began  and  continued  till  the  eve  of  his 
death  the  publication  of  Le  Journal  des  Goncourt%  This  book,  being 
of  the  nature  of  a  full  and  partly  scandalous  chronicle  of  Parisian 
Lterary  society  for  forty  years  past,  was  naturally  read  with  avidity, 
and  will  of  course  always  remain  a  storehouse  of  information  for 
biographers.  But  it  is  difficult  to  say  whether  the  impression 
which  it  created  was  made  more  unfavourable  to  the  author  by  the 
singularly  bad  taste  with  which  the  '  sanctity  of  private  life '  was 
violated,  not  merely  in  respect  to  dead  men,  but  in  respect  to  the 
living,  or  by  the  deplorable  spectacle  of  literary  vanity,  priggish- 
ness,  and  spile,  which  M.  de  Goncourt,  consciously  01  uncon- 
sciously,  displayed  in  his  own  person. 

For  literature  however  the  pretensions  of  the  Goncourts  to  have 
been  forerunners  and  prime  apostles  of  *  Naturalism'  in  handling. 
and  of  a  peculiarly  elaborate  and  contorted  style,  are  of  more 
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importance  than  the  moral  weaknesses  of  both,   and  the   social 
delinquencies  of  the  elder.     For  many  years  these  Their 

pretensions,  though  pretty  well  known,  were  ignored  oUima. 
or  lauded  at,  and  in  the  sort  otcAiacU,  which  consisted  at  one  time 
or  another  of  themselves,  Flaubert,  Tourgucnieff,  and  MM.  Daudet 
and  Zola,  the  brothers  would  certainly  have  been  considered  to 
hold  the  lowest  place.  As  however  some  of  the  party  died,  and 
other  greater  French  writers  died  likewise,  the  claims  of  M.  de 
Goncourt  for  himself  and  his  partner  assumed  greater  proportions, 
and  their  work  attracted  more  attention.  Foreign  writers  and 
critics  of  the  younger  generations  began  to  hear  of  them,  to 
read  them,  to  discover  that  Renie  Mauperm  was  a  great  creation, 
and  ChdrU  a  wonderful  experiment  in  combined  observation  and 
style.  So  that,  when  M.  Edmond  de  Goncourt  died,  even  his  not 
quite  Swiftian  bequest  of  the  little  wealth  he  had  to  endow  a  sort 
of  opposition  Academy  did  not  prevent  a  somewhat  general 
acknowledgement  of  pretensions  which  would  have  been  less 
kindly  treated  earlier. 

In  discussing  such  a  case,  it  is  necessary  to  distinguish 
accurately.  If  high  value  be  given  to  mere  precursorship  in  popular 
movements,  or  even  to  mere  success  in  converting  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  to  a  writer's  opinions,  then  MM.  de  Goncourt 
may  take  rank  accordingly.     It  is  certain  that  in  the  Tbelr 

seventh  decade  of*  the  century  very  few  would  have  poaition. 
cared  to  write,  and  that  not  many  did  care  to  read,  the  history  of 
a  domestic  servant  neither  beautiful,  nor  virtuous,  nor  vicious  out 
of  the  common  way,  nor  endowed  with  any  experience  or  interest 
of  the  kind  generally  considered  attractive ;  and  that  in  the  tenth 
decade  of  the  same  century  such  stories  were  turned  out,  not  in 
France  only,  by  scores,  and  weje  read  by  thousands.  Earlier  a 
style,  the  sole  aim  of  which  is  to  arrest  the  attention  by  epithets 
as  unusual  as  possible,  by  convolution,  contortion,  stenographic 
or  telegraphic  concentration,  and  every  device  except  fluent  move- 
ment and  harmonious  rhythm,  was  very  unpopular:  and  it  is 
VC17  popular  later.  But  in  the  eyes  of  those  who  hold  that  facts 
of  this  kind,  though  most  proper  to  be  registered  in  a  historical 
account,  have  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  a  critical  estimate — 
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that  vogue  or  want  of  vogue  are  alike  perfectly  different  things 
from  merit — the  facts  will  not  do  anything  towards  exalting  the 
authors  of  Germinie  Lacerlmx,  the  author  of  Ch&ie,  or  towards 
depres^ng  them.  The  only  question  is,  'L'ouvrage  est-il  bon,  oa 
est-il  mauvajsf 

And  to  some  such  judgments  the  work  of  the  brothers  (putting 
aside  their  very  valuable  contributions  to  the  history  and  criticism 
of  art,  and  all  such  useful  impressionist  documents  as  Edmond's 
account  of  the  Siege  of  Paris)  is  too  often  rather  bad  wor^ 
and  never  very  good.  The  tedious  tyranny  of  the  '  document '  and 
the  'note,'  the  deliberate  preference  of  disgusting  subjects  (which  is 
on  the  face  of  it  as  inartistic  as  the  deliberate  ignoring  of  them),  and 
the  undigested  prominence  of  mere  observations,  mere  materials^ 
supply  a  formidable  indictment  against  this  work  in  matter  and 
spirit.  But  its  form  is  perhaps  worse  than  its  matter:  because  in 
this  form  everything  is  sacrificed  to  the  lour  de  force,  to  the 
avoidance  of  the  obvious.  For  M.  Edmond  de  Goncourt  even 
Flaubert's  epithets  were  too  '  everyday,'  and  by  the  objection  he  at 
once  convicted  himself  of  not  knowing  that  the  highest  literary  art 
consists  in  suffusing  tliis  everyday  language  with  the  characteristics 
of  eternity.  The  choice  of  the  out-of-the-way  for  its  own  sake 
is  in  fact  a  confession  of  impotence — an  evasion  by  the  artist 
who  cannot  reach  the  summit  on  the  strarghter  and  more  difficult 
path. 

Although  however  Messieurs  de  Goncourt  had  always  regarded 
iliemselves,  and  had  been  regarded  by  a  few  others,  as  the  chiefs 
of  the  staff'  of  Naturalism,  there  is  no  doubt  that  its  early  victories — 
or  defeats — were  directly  due  to  another  person,  M.  Emile  Zola. 
He  was  much  younifer  than  either,  having  been  bom 
m  1840  at  Pans,  though  his  father,  an  engineer, 
was  an  Italian.  After  his  school  days  be  entered  the  service  01 
the  great  publishing  and  printing  house  of  Hachette,  and  was  led 
to  a  connection  with  newspapers.  This  produced  a  good  deal  of 
miscellaneous  work  in  critical  studies  (partly  collected  under  the 
amiable  title  of  Mes  Haines),  and,  which  was  more  important, 
gave  him  opportunities  for  discharging  his  proper  function,  that  of 
the  novelist.     The  first  definite  results  of  this  in  book  form  (after 
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Mysteries  of  Marseilles  and  other  things  of  no  value)  were  the 
Conies  a  Ninon,  1864,  than  which  perhaps  he  never  afterwards  did 
anything  better  as  Uterature.  This  was  a  collection  of  short  tales 
which  at  intervals  afterwards  he  continued  under  the  same  title  and 
others.  But  neither  these  nor  his  critical  studies,  which  he  also 
continued,  would  have  given  him  the  notoriety  he  so  long 
enjoyed. 

It  b  disputed — and  it  does  not  much  matter — ^what  precise 
influence  it  was  that  induced  M.  Zola  to  start  the  famous  series 
of  connected  novels, '  Les  Rougon-Macquart,'  which  occupied  him 
for  some  quarter  of  a  century,  and  gave  him  whatever  position  he 
holds.  The  theories  of  Taine  as  to  literary  development  are 
chiefly  credited  or  debited  with  the  idea — which  was  to  display  the 
Influence  of  heredity  on  a  large  family,  to  work  out  after  Naturalist 
fashion  the  human  tragedies  or  comedies  which  resulted,  and  to 
embody  in  each  of  the  numbers  the  results  of  a  special '  document '• 
study  in  some  art,  science,  profession,  business,  or  what  not.  He 
had  preluded  this  with  several  individual  novels,  the  best  of  which 
is  probably  Th/rhe  Raquin,  1867.  The  twenty  volumes  of  the 
actual  series — to  which  sequels  appeared  in  Lourdes  and  RonU; 
studies  of  contemporary  religion,  and  others  (see  Postscript) — 
began  with  La  Fortune  dts  Rougon  in  1871,  and  after  a  time, 
especially  about  1880,  attained  enormous  sales.  Even  the  very 
shorthand  of  critical  language  could  not  give  a  summary  of  all 
of  them  here.  To  select  some — Le  Ventre  de  Paris  speciaUy 
busied  itself  with  the  great  metropolitan  markets ;  L'Assommoif 
with  the  Parisian  drinking- shops ;  Nana  with  less  describable  public 
establishments;  Poi-Bmiik  with  the  life  of  the  middle  classes  in 
flats;  Av  Bonheur  des  Dames  with  shops;  La  Bfle  Humaitu  with 
railways;  Germinal  with  mines;  La  Terre  with  the  peasantry; 
Z'(2?Bii«  with  artists ;  i'^^r^^n/ with  finance;  La  D/i/tcle,  one  o( 
the  most  powerful,  with  the  catastrophe  of  1870;  Le  R0ve,  the 
most  innocent,  with  cathedral  establishments.  In  every  one  of 
these  M.  Zola,  by  combining  a  little  observation  at  first  and 
second  hand  with  a  ferocious  'cramming' of  text-books,  endeavoured 
to  secure  that  documentary  exactitude  which  is  the  sine  qua  non  of 
the  Naturalist  method.    Of  the  minor  work  which  accompanied 
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the  series,  all  that  we  can  notice  here  is  the  remarkable  collection 
called  Let  Soirlts  it  M/dan,  which  M.  Zola  wrote  with  cert^n  d 
his  disciples,  and  his  own  contribution  to  which,  L'Aliaque  du 
Moulin,  is  one  of  his  very  best  things. 

M.  Zola's  method  was  from  the  first  what  the  French  call 
tapageur — aiming  at  scandal  and  offence ;  and  the  natural  resuh 
was  that  for  some  years  he  was  principally  criticised  and  defended 
in  antagonistic  or  partisan  fashion,  so  that  both  attack  and  defence 
served  as  advertisement  to  his  work,  and  its  true  character  was 
perpetually  obscured.  By  degrees,  as  the  usual  result  of  this 
mistaken  censorship  produced  itself,  and  as  death,  removing 
men  of  letters  of  real  greatness,  promoted  those  of  more  dubious 
Oritioiim  qualifications,  he  came,  even  in  the  eyes  of  some 
of  him.  who  did  not  greatly  love  the  characteristics  of  his 
work,  to  be  regarded  as  a  'grand  homme  de  nos  jours'  al  any 
rate.  His  later  works  and  history  (see  Postscript)  helped  the 
confusion;  but  on  the  bulk  of  his  work  the  following  judgment 
may  be  seriously  ventured.  The  system  on  which  '  Les  Rougon 
Macquart'  is  written  is  radically  wrong,  inasmuch  as  Art  is  not  the 
servant  but  the  equal  of  Science  (whether  the  latter  be  rightly  or 
wrongly  conceived),  and  must  discharge  her  own  functions  by  her 
own  laws.  The  charging  and  surcharging  of  individual  works 
with  commercial,  social,  professional,  scientific,  artistic  detail  is 
disgusting,  and  at  its  worst  hopelessly  dull.  The  unnatural 
grime,  relieved  with  equally  unnatural  rose-pink  at  intervals,  adds 
to  the  fault.  The  author,  though  undoubtedly  possessed  of 
strength,  has  no  taste  and  no  judgment,  no  faculty  of  presenting 
a  complete  character,  and  little  of  composing  a  really  interesting 
ploL  His  style  as  style  is  vulgar,  despite  its  vigour,  and  attains 
that  vigour  partly  by  the  obvious  trick  of  saying  things  and  using 
words  which  are  not  generally  said  and  used  in  polite  society- 
On  the  other  hand,  an  athletic  faculty  of  grappling  both  with 
schemes  and  details  must  be  granted,  and  twice  or  thrice  (some, 
adding  Vm  Page  d Amour,  would  say  three  or  four  times)  in  works 
not  yet  mentioned  something  better  still  appears.  In  the  hapless 
passion  and  the  fantastic  scenery  of  La  Fault  de  TAhb^  Mourel; 
in  the  real  tragedy  of  Lajoie  de  Vivre,  where  the  irony  of  health 
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and  fate  opposed  is  brought  into  play ;  and  in  the  best  scenes  of 
the  concluding  number,  Lc  Docleur  Pascal,  the  author  entirely 
transcends  himself — to  relapse  often-  in  the  same  work,  always  in 
others,  to  his  general  leveL  And  even  in  these,  to  which  has  to  be 
added  the  opening  of  L'CEuvre,  the  arrangement  and  appeal  of 
the  whole  are  repulsive  in  some  way  or  ways  to  good  wits  and 
tastes.  It  is  therefore  extremely  improbable  that  M.  Zola  will  live 
except  by  his  bad  side,  which  may  be  consulted  more  or  less 
shamefacedly  by  amateurs  of  the  disgusting.  He  incurs  the  doom 
which  Diderot  (no  milk-and-water  critic,  and  one  who  probably 
knew  that  what  he  wrote  would  recoil  on  himself)  pronounced  on 
those  who  meddle  with  lacenda;  and  it  may  be  added  that  his 
handling,  even  when  his  subjects  are  unobjectionable,  is  as  a  rule 
far  too  inartistic  to  give  him  a  chance  of  long  life. 

A  qualification  is  usually,  and  to  a  great  extent  rightly,  set  to 
the  inclusion  of  M,  Alphonse  Daudet  among  the  iipbonae 
chiefs  of  Naturalism,  Both  in  his  good  and  in  his  Daudet. 
bad  points  he  was  in  the  main  other  than  they,  and  his  con- 
nection with  them  was  very  mainly  personal  and  accidental. 
Bom  at  Nimes  in  the  same  year  with  M.  Zola,  he  came  to  Paris 
early  and  had  experiences  in  schools  and  public  offices,  publishing 
a  volume  of  verse  when  he  was  but  eighteen,  and  enjoying  some 
success,  when  barely  of  age,  at  the  theatre.  He  was  not  however 
an  exceedingly  young  man  when,  in  i863  and  the  following  year, 
he  published  the  two  charming  books  which  established  his 
reputation,  and  which  perhaps,  save  in  one  instance,  he  never  on 
sound  literary  principles  excelled  later.  These  were  Littrts  de 
Mon  MouUn,  the  later  and  better  of  the  two,  a  collection  of  short 
tales  and  studies  quite  exquisite  at  its  best,  and  Le  P^tii  Chose, 
a  half  autobiographic  novel  of  great  pathos,  and,  though  somewhat 
limited  and  immature,  full  of  promise.  It  cannot  be  said  whether 
it  was  natural  perverscncss,  or  Naturalist  theory,  which  led 
M.  Daudet,  in  his  later,  more  famous,  and  more  popular  work — 
Jack,  1873;  Fromtnl  Jeitne  el  Kiskr  A(n^,  1874;  Let  Rots  en 
Exit,  1879;  Numa  Roumtslan,  1882;  VEvangdtisie,  1883;  Sapko, 
1884;  L'ImmorUl,  1889 — to  expose  himseJf  to  two  criticisms  with 
which  we  shall  deal  presently.    But  meanwhile  he  had  at  intervals 
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in  Tartarin  de  Tarascon  and  its  continuations  embodied,  as  formerly 
in  Letlres  it  Men  Moulin,  the  diaiacteristics  of  his  countrymen,  the 
modem  '  M^ridionaux '  of  France,  combining  with  this  a  faculty  of 
universal  presentation — concerning  not  Tarascon,  not  Tobolsk, 
not  Tangier,  but  the  world — nowhere  else  shown  in  recent  French 
writing,  and  not  often  in  any  modern  work.  M.  Daudet,  who  had 
written  a  good  deal  of  personal  reminiscence,  was  for  some  years 
after  the  publication  of  L'Immorlel  incapacitated  from  serious 
literary  labour  by  ill-health,  so  that  he  published  tittle  or  nothing. 
His  elder  brother  Ernest  was  also  a  prolific  lilUrateur,  and  his 
son  L^on  produced  in  Lis  Moriicoles  an  ugly  but  rather  powerful 
naturalist  study  of  hospital  life. 

Of  the  two  charges  above  mentioned,  the  first  would  be  of  little 
importance  if  M.  Daudet  himself  or  his  maladroit  admirers  had 
not  attempted  to  deny  the  facts.  A  strong  tone  of  Dickens  appears 
even  in  Lt  Pelil  Chose,  but  this  might  be  accidental.  The 
resemblances  to  the  same  author  and^to  Thackeray  m  Jack  and 
in  FronienI  feune  ct  RisUr  Atn/  are  so  strong  as  to  be  practically 
ine^iplicable  if  M.  Daudet  was  unacquainted  with  his  English 
originals,  while  in  one  particular  case,  that  of  a  passage  of  Fromenl 
Jeune  compared  with  the  famous  Jewel-scene  in  Vanity  Fair, 
persuasion  rises  to  certainty.  This  however  is  a  very  small  matter. 
The  other  is  not  small.  By  an  unlucky  choice  or  chance, 
M.  Daudet  selected,  as  his  province  of  the  Naturalist  document- 
study,  the  embodiment,  under  the  most  transparent  disguises,  of  real 
personages  and  incidents  in  his  novels.  Thus  Zt  Nabah  utilizes 
his  experiences  as  secretary  to  the  Due  de  Morny;  Let  Rois  en 
Exil,  as  indeed  it  honesdy  promises,  exploits  the  dethroned  King 
of  Naples  and  other  luckless  or  graceless  crowned  heads;  Numa 
Roumeitan  is  simply  Gambetta ;  and  L'Immorlel  attempts  to  libel 
almost  the  whole  personnel,  at  one  time  or  another,  dead  or  living, 
of  the  Academy.  Nor  is  it  any  reply  to  this  that  the  best  fiction 
is  always  and  must  always  be  based  on  personal  observation  and 
experience.  Such  observation  and  experience  do  indeed  furnish 
the  material,  the  suggestion  to  be  worked  up  and  carried  out  by 
art:  but  the  true  artist  never  seeks  the  interest — at  worst  base, 
at  best  factitious '  and  vulgar — of  gossip  and  scandal.     It  is  un- 
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fortunate  that  there  should  be  these  objections  to  a  writer  of  such 
chann  as  M.  Daudet,  but  it  is  some  consolation  that  Nemesis  as 
usual  was  even  with  him,  and  made  this  clumsy  copying  an 
invariable  hindrance  rather  than  a  help  to  bis  work.  The  best  of 
this  latter,  outride  the  books  already  praised,  is  doubtless  Sapko, 
\^here  the  'key,'  if  it  exists,  is  at  any  rate  not  ostentatiously 
paraded,  and  which  is  well  worth  cwitrasting  with  Nana  as  an 
instance  of  the  not-vulgar  and  the  vulgar  ways  of  treating  soiled 
subjects. 

The  strongest  pupil  of  the  Naturalist  school,  a  pu^nl  poutively 
stronger  within  his  own  limits  than  any  of  his  masters  except 
Flaubert,  was  Guy  de  Maupassant,  a  godson  and  close        0.^7  da 
personal  disciple  of  the  author  of  Madame  Bovary,       M«up»B- 
who  was  bom  in  1 850  and  died  of  general  paralysis  in  ""'*■ 

iS9;t.  M.  de  Maupassant  (who  was  a  Norman  by  birth  and  took 
his  best  scenery  and  figures  from  Normandy)  first  distinguished 
himself  in  three  different  ways  about  his  thirtieth  year,  by 
publishing  the  book  of  verse  already  spoken  of  (a  path  which  he 
did  not  pursue),  by  his  preface  (announcing  a  militant  variety  of 
Naturalist  theory)  to  Flaubert's  posthumous  work,  and  by 
a  contribution  of  extraordinary  brilliancy  to  the  joint  volume  of 
tales  referred  to  under  the  head  of  M,  Zoia,  Les  Soirifes  de  Jff/dan. 
This,  the  best  short  story  of  its  kind  since  M^rim^e,  and  hardly 
inferior  to  M^rim^  himself,  was  followed  up  during  the  ten  or 
twelve  years  in  which  the  author  enjoyed  life  and  health  by  very 
many  short  stories  (the  best  of  which  on  the  tragic  side  is 
'  Monsieur  Parent,'  the  best  on  the  comic  '  Les  Steurs  Rondoli ') 
and  by  some  half  dozen  substantive  novels,  Une  Vi'f,  Bel  Ami, 
Mont  Oriol,  Pierre  ei  Jean,  Fort  comme  la  Mori,  Notre  C(Eur. 
Maupassant,  early  developing  in  the  above-mentioned  preface, 
and  touching  up  later  in  another  to  Pierre  etjean,  a  theory  of  novel 
and  story-writing  which  almost  excludes  plot,  and  quite  excludes 
any  orderly  conduct  and  completion  of  it,  was  better  than  his 
creed  in  his  best  work;  though  in  much  of  it  he  set  the  fashion 
of  the  modem  'impressionist'  fiction  which  simply  flings  an 
incident,  a  situation,  a  mood,  unexplained  and  uncoordinated, 
at  the  reader's  head.    He,  like  all  his  group,  not  merely  did  not 
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Avoid,  but  deliberately  sought,  tabooed  classes  of  subject:  and  bis 
whole  handling  of  life  was  conditioned  by  an  apparently  sincere 
pessimism  of  the  extremeat  kind.  But  be  had,  as  pessimists 
sometimes  though  not  always  have,  the  great  and  saving  ^rt[ie 
of  irony,  the  salt  of  literature ;  of  his  style  it  is  ahpost  enough  to 
say  that  the  admirers  of  Goncourtian  acrobatics  regard  it  a^ 
jejune  and  commonplace,  while  even  oldrfashioned  decriers  of 
Maupassan^s  theories  and  subjects  admit  its  sober  strength  and 
exquisite  simplicity;  and  last  of  all,  as  the  comparison  to  M^rim^e 
will  have  shown,  he  had  the  rare  and  not  easily  to  be  defined  or 
analyzed  faculty  of  teUii^;  a  stoiy.  His  short  life  and  abnormal 
circumstances  make  it  impossible  to  say  what  he  might  have  done : 
but  it  is  noteworthy  that  Pierre  el  Jean,  perhaps  the  last  book  that 
he  wrote  while  quite  himself,  and  showing  his  peculiar  faculty  of 
vivid  presentation  in  scene  and  character,  is  also  the  most  human, 
(he  most  complete  in  plot,  and  the  least  hampered  by  theory  of 
all  his  larger  novels.  Despite  its  defects,  which  are  obvious 
enough,  Maupassant's  work  is  the  strongest,  and  even  in  a  way  the 
most  finished,  that  France  produced  during  the  last  quarter  of 
the  nineteenth  century ;  and  no  literary  loss  caused  to  her  by  an 
unfinished  career  during  that  time  has  tieen  so  great  as  that  of 
his  death. 

Two  contemporaries  (or  very  nearly  so)  of  Maupassant  have 

been  more  kindly  treated  by  fate,  and,  beginning  to  write  novels  at 

very  much  the  same  time,  continued  to  do  so  long  after  the 

centuiy  finished  with  a  great  deal  of  popularity.     Le  Mariage  de 

'Piem       LoH,  the  first   striking  novel  of  M.  Julien  Viaud 

!«**•'  (b.  1850),  a  French  naval  officer,  had  its  subject  sup- 
plied, as  indeed  have  nearly  all  those  which  followed  {Le  Roman 
dun  Spahi,  Mon  Frire  Yves,  Madame  Chrytanihgme,  Peckeur* 
dhlande,  4c.),  by  the  places  which  he  visited  in  bis  profession. 
Some  of  these  books  indeed  can  hardly  be  called  novels  at  all, 
while  the  author  has  also  put  forth  not  a  few  descriptive  sketches 
which  do  not  pretend  to  be  fiction.  It  is  in  this  description  of 
places  and  manners,  and  in  a  curious  sentimentality,  that  his 
appeal  lies,  and  this  appeal  has  had  a  very  strong  effect  upon 
many  readers.  To  others  *  Pierre  Loii '  (M.  Viaud's  nam  de  guerre), 

L,.:,-z,;i:,C00^[c 
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though  admittedly  Bometimes  successful  in  both  respects,  has  seemed 
too  commonly  forced  in  description  and  rancid  in  sentiment 

M.  Paul  Bourget  (b.  1852),  a  little  younger  than  Maupassant 
and  Pierre  Loti  in  years,  was  also  a  little  behind  them,  and  by 
more  than  a  corresponding  interval,  in  producing  novels.  He  was, 
however,  not  idle,  having  occupied  himself  much  with  criticism. 
This  no  doubt  helped  him  to  develop  a  theory  of  p»ni 
the  novel,  neither  Romantic  nor  Naturalist,  but,  as  be  Bomgst. 
called  it,  'psychological,'  a  theory  which  derived  to  some  extent 
from  Beyle,  in  whose  resurrection  M.  Bourget  has  been  a  powerful 
agent.  By  this  he,  an  excellent  writer  and  endowed  with  great 
acuteness  of  thought  and  delicacy  of  analysis,  perhaps  injured,  as 
nearly  all  theoretical  artists  do,  the  series  of  problem  novels  which 
began  with  Crud  Enigme  in  iS8g.  Other  noteworthy  numbers  of 
it  are  Attdri  Corn^is,  Lt  Disciple,  Terre  Promise,  Cosmopolis,  the 
last-named  being  perhaps  that  in  which  M.  Bourget  has  most 
successfully  got  theory  and  practice  to  adjust  themselves. 

With  these  must  be  mentioned  M.  Anatole  France,  a  Parnassian 
in  his  early  days,  a  charming  critic  later,  but  in  Anatole 
I^  Critnt  de  Silveslre  Botmard,  La  Mdtisserte  de  la  STwioe. 
Reine  Pidauque^  and  others  between  tlie  two  and  since  the  last,  a 
novelist  of  rare  character,  not  entirely  comprehensible  perhaps  to  the 
general,  but  of  estraordiuarj  savour  and  satisfaction  to  those  who  can 
appreciate  him.  Irony  is  one  characteristic  of  M.  France,  a  wide 
knowledge  and  a  most  skilful  use  of  literature  another ;  but  the  great 
attraction  of  his  work  consists  in  its  indefinable  style,  which  is 
perhaps  in  the  lighter  way  the  best  now  written  by  any  Frenchman, 

The  novelists  just  mentioned  are  all  pretty  certain — though  in 
degrees  and  proportion  which  only  a  very  rash  critic  would 
attempt  to  settle  with  peremptory  authority  now — to  hold 
a  place  in  any  future  story  of  French  literature.  But  it  would 
require  still  greater  rashness  to  be  at  all  positive  in  selecting 
those  of  their  contemporaries,  older  and  younger,  who  deserve 
a  probationary  and  tentative  companionship  with  them.  An 
exceedingly  prolific  novelist  of  the  ninth  and  last  decades  of  the 
century  was  the  lady  who  called  herself  'Henry  Gr^viUe,'  and 
whose  work,  resembling  the  average  work  of  the  better  English 
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novelist  more  than  is  usual  with  French  writers,  falls  short  rather 
in  concentration  than  in  diffused  literary  gift.  Of  a  more  personal 
attraction,  less  pleasing  to  the  moralist  but  more  delightful  to  the 
student  of  literature,  is  another  lady  who  also  uses  a  pseudonym, 
'Gyp,'  but  who  has  long  been  well  known  to  be  Madame  de 
Martel,  great  grand-niece  of  Mirabeau.  She,  like  others,  owes 
some  instruction  to  Gustave  Droz  {^xde  mprd),  and  her  work,  like 
his,  appeared  to  some  extent  in  the  same  periodical.  La  Vic 
Parisienne.  The  great  curse  of  this  novel- devourii^  century, 
writing  too  much,  has  not  lell  her  scatheless;  bat  AuJour  du 
Mariage,  Le  Plus  Heurmx  des  Treis,  and  many  other  volumes 
atone  by  abundant  wit  and  grace  of  one  sort  for  a  certain  absence 
of  grace  in  another.  Very  high  praise  has  been  given  by  some  to 
the  clerical  novels  of  M.  Ferdinand  Fabrc  (fiAbbi  Ttgrane  the 
chief  of  them),  a  somewhat  older  man  than  most  of  those 
mentioned  in  this  •  paragraph.  M.  Ohnet  for  a  time  enjoyed 
enormous  popularity — a  popularity  surpassing  that  of  Dumas  in  one 
direction  and  Zola  in  another — with  the  French  public,  till  French 
critics,  encouraged  perhaps  by  some  foreign  protests,  arose  and 
echoed  ihe  protest,  M,  Andr^  Theuriet,  a  man  of  far  greater 
powers,  has  never  enjoyed  the  popularity  he  deserved,  but 
undoubtedly  suffers  from  the  same  want  of  concentration  noted 
above  in  another  case.  Of  still  later  writers  (to  pass  over 
M.  Huysmans,  the  MM.  Rosny,  and  other  Naturalists),  the  most 
distinct  bids  for  eminence  have  been  made  by  M.  Edouard  Rod, 
M.  Maurice  Barr&s,  M.  Paul  Margueritte  and  M.  Marcel  Provost. 
M.  Rod  is  a  critic  as  well  as  a  novelist,  and  endeared  to  the 
lovers  of  problems  and  thoughtfulness  by  a  book  called  Le  Sens 
de  la  Vie:  M.  Margueritte  and  M.  Provost  excel,  especially  the 
former,  in  short  tales.  M.  Barr&s  represents  partly  the  tradition 
of  Renan,  partly  that  of  the  Goncourts,  though  he  has  less  senii- 
mentalism  than  the  former  and  less  pedantry  than  the  latter.  Others 
might  have  been  mentioned  yesterday,  or  may  be  mentionable 
to-morrow.  But  none  of  them  can  be  said  to  be  definitely  and 
securely  '  placed,'  Those  who  have  been  mentioned  are  believed 
to  be  more  certain  of  a  place  than  any  others. 
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CHAPTER   VI. 

THE  CONTEMPORARIES  AND   SUCCESSORS  OF  SAINTE- 
BEUVE. 

After  the  Revolution  the  fortune  of  journalism  was  assured,  and, 
though  under  the  subsequent  forms  of  government  it  journaiiBta 
was  subjected  to  a  rigid  censorship,  it  was  too  firmly  *nd  OriUoi. 
established  to  be  overthrown.  Almost  all  men  of  letters  flocked 
to  it.  The  leading  article  or  unsigned  political  and  m^pellaneous 
essay  has  never  been  so  strong  a  feature  of  French  journalism  as 
it  has  been  of  English.  On  the  other  hand,  (he/em'iUion,  or  daily, 
weekly,  and  monthly  instalment  of  fiction  or  criticism,  has  been  one 
of  its  chief  characteristics.  Many,  if  not  most,  of  the  more  cele- 
brated novels  of  the  last  half-century  have  originally  appeared  in  this 
form,  publication  in  independent  parts,  which  was  long  fashionable 
in  England,  never  having  found  favour  in  France.  In  the  same  way, 
though  weekly  reviews  devoted  wholly  or  mainly  to  literary  criticism 
have,  for  some  reason,  never  been  successful  with  the  French  as  they 
have  been  with  us,  dally  journalism  has  given  a  greater  space  to 
criticism,  and  especially  to  theatrical  criticism.  All  French  criticism 
subsequent  to  1830  may  be  said  to  derive,  whether  it  deals  with 
literature,  with  the  theatre,  or  with  art,  from  three  masters,  Sainte- 
Beuve,  Gautier,  and  Janin.  The  method  of  the  first  has  been  suffi- 
ciently explained.  Gautier's  was  rather  the  expression  of  a  fine 
critical  appreciation  in  the  most  exquisite  style,  and  Janin's  the  far 
easier  and,  after  a  short  time,  unimportant  plan  of  gossiping  amiably 
and  amusingly  about,  it  might  be  the  subject,  it  might  be  something 
quite  different 
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The    only  successor    to    Gaatier  was    Paul   de    Saint-Viclor 

(1827—1882),  who  was  inferior  to  his  master  in  appreciative  power, 

and  exaggerated  his  habit  of  relying  on  style  to  carry  him  through. 

Paul         ^^^  ^^  Saint- Victor  was  not  a  frequent  writer,  and 

da  Saint-      his  collected  works  as  yet  do  not  fill  many  volumes. 

Victor.  Hommes  tl  Di'eux,  which  is  perhaps  the  principal  of 
them,  exhibits  a  defidency  of  catholicity  in  literary  appreciation, 
and  the  stories  current  about  its  author's  methods  of  compoation 
show  him  to  have  anticipated  that  view  of  style,  since  widely  prevalent 
both  in  England  and  in  France,  which  regards  it  as  mainly  a  juggle 
with  words.  But  M.  de  Saint-Victor  was  not  merely  a  juggler : 
and  some  of  the  articles  in  his  chief  book  are  very  nearly  master- 
pieces. When  he  says  that,  out  of  England,  Swift  excites  only 
KB  mortu  fionnemmf,  his  own  words  most  fitly  express  the  senti- 
ments of  wider  students  of  literature  at  the  judgment  But  snch 
pieces  as  Lei  ConUdm  de  la  Mori  and  Les  BoMmims  are  possessions, 
and  not  improbably  possessions  for  ever.  His  latest  book,  Let 
Deux  Mofques,  an  unfinished  study  of  the  history  of  the  stage, 
contains  much  brilliant  writing,  but  is  wanting  in  solid  qualities. 
As  a  theatrical  critic,  Janin  was  succeeded  by  a  curiously  (liferent 
person,  M.  Francisque  Sarcey  (1828-1899),  who  was  noteworthy 
for  severity  and  a  kind  of  pedagogic  common  sense,  as  unlike  as 
possible  to  the  good-humoured  gossip  of  Janin,  M,  Sarcey,  who 
distinguished  himself  as  a  lecturer  no  less  than  as  a  newspaper 
critic,  suffered  somewhat  from  the  capriciousness  inseparable  from 
newspaper  criticism,  and,  after  being  long  repugnant  to  Philistia, 
has  been  represented  by  his  juniors  as  a  Philistine.  It  is  possible 
that  nothing  of  his  will  have  permanence  as  literature :  not  SO 
possible  that  he  should  be  quite  forgotten.  M.  de  Pontmartin 
was  an  acrid  but  vigorous  critic  on  the  royalist  and  orthodox 
dde. 

Three  remarkable  writers,  two  of  them  critics  pure  and  sunple, 
Hippoiyta     the  third  also  a  historian,  and  even  a  philosopher  of 

TaiiiB.  high  pretensions,  represent  the  critical  generation 
immediately  subsequent  to  Ssunte-Beuve.  These  were,  in  order  of 
bhth,  Edmond  Scherer  (1815-1889),  Emile  Mont^gut  (b.  1826), 
and  Hippolyte  Adolphc  Taine  (1828-1893).    Taine,  the  youngest 
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but  the  most  famous  of  ihe  three,  was  born  at  Vouiiers,  and  in  due 
time  entered  the  Ecole  Normalc.  He  distinguished  himself  there 
greatly,  but  his  vieivs,  especially  in  philosophy,  were  not  those  of  his 
masters,  and  he  did  not  formally  pursue  his  profession ;  indeed  it 
has  been  remarked,  in  France  as  elsewhere,  that  the  Ecole  Normale 
is  more  of  an  indirect  training  for  literature  than  of  a  direct  one 
for  teaching.  Even  in  a  doctoral  thesis  on  La  Fontaine  (1853,  but 
revised  later)  he  announced  the  peculiar  views  which  he  afterwards 
enforced  so  variously,  and  he  followed  this  up  with  an  Essay  on  Livy, 
1854,  and  with  La  PhUosophes  Frangait  du  dix-neuvihae  Siicle. 
The  rest  of  M.  Taine's  life  (which  is  understood  to  have  been  passed 
in  comparatively  easy  circumstances)  was  entirely  occupied  with 
literary  work  of  kinds  more  various  in  appearance  than  in  essence — 
volumes  of  critical  essays,  the  first  of  which  appeared  in  iSgf  and 
the  last  posthumously  in  1694 ;  notes  of  travel,  the  most  important 
of  which  perhaps,  certainly  not  the  least  characteristic,  is  Noles  sur 
t Angklerre,  1873,  while  the  earlier  Voyage  aux  PyrAi/a  {1855) 
ranks  next  to  or  with  it ;  several  studies  of  English  literature, 
which  were  worked  by  degrees  into  his  great  so-called  History  of 
that  subject  (1S64),  a  work  of  immense  popularity  and  some 
influence;  the  important  De  V Inttlligentt,  1870;  and  from  1876 
onwards  an  elaborate  book  on  Let  Origtnes  de  la  France  Conlem- 
poratne,  which  occupied  the  rest  of  his  life  and,  seriously  displeas- 
ing the  democratic  party,  is  thought  to  have  opened  to  him  the 
gates  of  the  Academy  in  1878.  In  the  whole  of  this  work,  literary, 
philosophical,  historical  or  miscellaneous,  M.  Tainc  took  the  portion 
of  explaining  all  things  by  a  kind  of  materialist  determinism,  which 
inliterature  took  the  shape  of  bis  fiimous  formula  of 'race,  time,  and 
circumstance,'  as  accounting  for  everything  and  everybody ;  which 
in  philosophy  based  itself  on  French  and  English  Sensationalism ; 
and  which  in  all  cases  recommended  and  practised  the  most  extensive 
and  elaborate  heaping  up  of  facts,  to  be  subjected  generally  if  not 
universally  to  an  excessively  sweeping  process  of  conclusion  after — 
or  perhaps  sometimes  before — they  were  ascertained  and  gathered. 
In  his  method  he  owes  a  good  deal  to  Macaulay,  though  he  is 
much  more  philosophical  in  appearance:  and  perhaps  he  owed  the 
Englishman  something  also  in  style,  allowing  for  the  difference  of 
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ihe  two  languages.  Abundant  as  his  production  was,  it  is  never 
slipshod ;  the  meaning  is  always  transparently  clear,  and  the  rhetoric, 
though  hard  and  brassy,  is  always  striking,  and  not  seldom  deserves 
to  be  called  positively  brilliant. 
As  is  always  the  case  to  some  extent  with  writers  living  or  who 
have  not  long  ceased  to  live — as  is  pre-eminently  the 
case  with  our  contemporaries  since  criticism  for  the 
most  part  abandoned  'canons' — estimates  of  Taine's  real  import- 
ance differ  very  greatly.  The  most  unfavourable  view  (one  no 
doubt  unjust  and  untenable)  is  that  he  was  a  more  or  less  brilliant 
charlatan  who  had  the  shrewdness  to  do  his  charlatanism  popularly, 
at  least  for  a  time;  but  who  knew  little  if  anything  thoroughly, 
and  generalised  with  ridiculous  and  almost  scandalous  haste.  His 
extreme  panegyrists  on  the  other  hand  represent  him  as  directing 

I  ahnost  the  whole  literary  movement  of  his  time,  as  the  real  father 
of  Naturalism  by  his  complete  rejection  of  idealist  methods  and  his 

I  insistence  on  the  'document,'  as  presiding  over  the  invasion  of 
science  into  literature  and  art,  and  in  short  as '  one  of  the  great 
minds  of  the  centniy.' 

In  that  case  it  can  only  be  said  that  the  century  must  be  rather 
poor  in  great  minds :  for  in  the  ideas  which  Taine  collected  and 
arranged  there  was  little  or  nothing,  new,  and  in  their  application 
there  was  only  a  very  passing  appeal.  Here  indeed,  as  elsewhere  in 
reference  to  the  Goncourts,  the  fallacy  of  taking  coincidence  with, 
or  even  causation  of,  popular  view  as  equivalent  to  literary  or  philo- 
sophical merit  seems  to  be  at  work.  Criticised  without  this  igneralio 
elenehi,  Taine  will  probably  seem,  though  a  stimulating,  an  exceed- 
ingly one-sided  and  misleading  thinker,  and,  though  an  entertaining 
and  brilliant,  yet  by  no  means  a  wholly  excellent  writer.  I'here 
is  perhaps  no  book  which  gives  less  trustworthy  information  on 
its  nominal  subject  than  the  Histoire  dt  la  Litl&ature  Anglaist ; 
and  the  general  theories  of  the  author  in  regard  to  all  subjects  are 
hardly  caricatured  by  his  famous  demonstrations  that  the  large  feet 
which  are  supposed  in  France  to  characterise  Englishmen  are  due 
to  the  soft  and  marshy  nature  of  English  ground,  and  that  the  law- 
abiding  character  and  the  family  system  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race 
are  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  an  English  boy  calls  his  father 
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'governor.'  Nevertheless — and  cspecialljr  when  he  deals  with 
subjects  the  bets  of  which  his  reader  ahcady  knows,  hu  trae 
or  when,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Or^nes,  he  accumu-  poBiiion, 
lates,  with  chs^ter  and  verse  of  reference,  facts  up  to  the  time  never 
presented  in  an  orderly  manner — he  is  undoubtedly  a  writer  of  great 
interest  and  value.  His  literary  criticism  is  perhaps  his  weakest 
side,  and  it  amounts  to  little  more  than  a  specious  and  &llaciou3  ' 

~systematising  of  Sainte-Beuvc's  fashion  of  noting  all  the  circum- 
stances of  a  man's  life  as  assisting  the  comprehension  of  his 
works.  The  master  at  least  did  this  without  any  theory  and  often  , 
without  positively  drawing  any  conclusion ;  the  pupil  worked  always  ' 
with  a  theory  before  him,  and  generally,  it  may  be  suspected,  with 
a  conclusion  ready  made. 

One  of  the  best  criticisms  of  Tsunc's  Hisloire  de  la  LitUralurt 
Angiahe  which  has  ever  been  written  was  the  work  sdmond 
of  Edmond  Scherer,  who,  though  a  much  older  man,  SohBrsp. 
did  not  beiake  himself  to  general  literary  work  till  long  after 
Taine.  His  earlier  years  were  devoted  to  theology:  he  was  for 
a  long  time  a  Protestant  minister,  and  it  was  not  till  tStio  or  there- 
abouts that,  having  given  up  this  occupation  owing  to  a  change 
of  views  as  to  religion,  he  settled  m  Paris  (where  he  had  been  bom) 
as  a  man  of  letters,  a  journalist  (most  of  his  work  appeared  in  the 
Temps),  and  latterly  an  active  politician.  During  the  war  of  1870 
he  distinguished  himself  most  highly,  not  indeed  in  military  matters 
but  in  civil  administration,  and,  being  returned  to  the  National 
Assembly  m  1871,  he  became  in  1S75  a  life  senator.  His  politics 
were  'left-centre,'  becoming  more  and  more  anti-democratic  as  his 
life  drew  to  a  close.  For  about  the  last  thirty  years  of  that  life 
Scherer  (who  also  wrote  not  a  few  books  theological  and  political, 
and  one  or  two  independent  volumes  of  literary  history  on  Diderot, 
Grimm,  &c.)  collected  from  time  to  time  the  literary  essays  which 
he  contributed  to  the  Tempt,  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondts,  and  other 
papers,  issuing  them  by  instahnents  as  Etudes  Criliqtus  sur  la 
UlUrafure  Contemporaine,  and  it  is  in  these  volumes  that  his  import- 
ance for  literature  and  literary  history  consists.     Next  to  Sainte- 

•  Beuve's  Causeriti  they  form  probably  the  largest  collection  of 

critical  articles — not  mere  hasty  day-to-day  or  week-io-week  jour- 

ppa 
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nalism — to  be  found  in  any  language :  and  their  characteristics  are 
extremely  notewortiiy  and  valuable. 

Scherer's  criticism  was  never  popular  in  France.  His  partly 
English  extraction  (his  mother  was  an  Englishwoman),  his  training 
as  a  Protestant  minister,  the  equal  ease  with  which  he  drew  his 
subjects  and  his  illustration  from  foreign  languages  and  from 
French,  above  all  perhaps  a  certain  didactic  and  sermonising  tone 
in  him,  were  apparently  resented.  But  he  was  always  very  highly 
esteemed  by  good  judges  both  at  home  and  abroad.  His  weakest 
point  —  a  weakness  which  was  sometimes  almost  fatal  —  was  a 
quite  fanatical  intolerance  of  the  unconventional,  the  extravagant, 
the  bizarre  ;  as  well  as  a  hatred,  respectable  in  itself  but  pushed  to 
uncritical  lengths,  of  real  or  supposed  offences  against  morality  in 
writing.  The  first  of  these  made  M.  Scherer  very  inadequate  on 
Carlyle,  the  second  disabled  his  judgment  wholly  on  Baudelaire 
and  very  mainly  on  Diderot,  while  he  also  had  the  misfortune  not 
HIi  aoiid       to  like  Moli&re.    And  when  he  did  not  like  he  coutd 

value.  not  judge  ;  for  as  was  said  of  him,  very  wittily,  he  was 
apt  to  use  his  '  caract^re '  (the  French  equivalent  of '  temper '  as 
well  as  '  character ')  in  place  of  his  intelligence.  But  his  learning 
was  very  great,  his  command  of  different  languages  admitted  him 
to  standpoints  usually  closed  to  Frenchmen,  his  style  though  un- 
adorned was  clear,  correct,  and  vigorous,  and  he  had  above  all 
things  a  singularly  virile  and  sane  common  sense.  So  that,  despite  his 
prejudices,  there  are  few  critics  whom  it  is  more  unsafe  to  neglect 
in  forming  a  critical  opinion  of  any  subject  which  he  has  ti'eated. 

Midway  in  age  between  Taine  and  Scherer,  less  known  abroad 
than  either,  though  he  always  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  using  the 
RiDue  del  Deux  Mondes  as  his  channel  of  publication,  somewhat 
less  robust  than  either,  but  far  superior  to  Taine  in  sanity,  to 

Bmlla  Scherer  in  catholic  taste,  and  to  both  in  occasional 
Montjcnt.  but  exquisite  flashes  of  literary  appreciation  and 
execution — M.Emile  Mont^ut  (1826-1895)  during  some  forty  years 
accomplished  a  great  deal  of  miscellaneous  literature  both  translated 
(including  Emerson,  Macaulay,  and  Shakespeare)  and  original 
Much  of  the  latter  is  devoted  to  English  literature :  and,  though 
at  one  time  not  free  from  paradoxical  or  nafvt  generalisation  some- 
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what  similar  to  Tainc's  (indeed  the  two  are  believed  lo  have  been 
early  associates),  this  part  contains  perhaps  the  best  occasional 
remarks  on  the  special  subject  to  be  found  in  French.  Nor  has 
the  present  writer  ever  seen,  in  French  of  our  time,  a  better  example 
of  literary  appreciation  than  M.  Mont^gut's  short  essay  on  Boccaccio. 
The  only  things  to  be  objected  against  him  are  a  certain  inequality 
and  a  want  qf  concentration.  A  selection  of  his  critical  gems  would  be 
of  extraordinary  interest :  in  his  whole  rather  voluminous  works  they 
are  sometimes  lost  to  all  but  readers  at  once  rapid  and  impatient 

A  separate  school  of  criticism,  of  a  more  academic  character 
than  that  represented  by  most  of  the  names  just  men-  Atudamlo 
tioned,  has  existed  in  France  during  the  greater  part  orititw. 
of  the  century,  and  during  a  great  part  of  it  has  found  its  means 
of  utterance  partly  in  the  University  chairs  and  in  treatises  crowned 
by  the  Academy,  partly  in  a  well-known  fortnightly  periodical,  the 
Revut  des  Deux  Mondes.  The  master  of  this  school  of  criticism 
may  be  said  to  have  been  Villcmain  (1790-1870),  who  represents 
the  classical  tradition,  corrected  by  a  very  considerable  study  of 
other  European  languages  besides  French.  Not  the  least  part 
of  the  narrowness  of  the  older  classical  school  was  due  to  its 
ignorance  of  these  languages,  and  its  consequent  incapacity  to 
make  the  n''cessary  comparisons.  Villemain's  criticism,  though 
not  quite  so  flexible  as  it  might  have  been,  was  on  the  whole  sound, 
and  the  same  variety  of  the  art,  though  with  more  limitations,  was 
represented  by  Guizot.  Great  imporiance  has  been  attached  to 
both,  but  especially  to  Villemain,  by  some  who  hold  that  this  critic, 
either  originally  or  borrowing  from  Madame  de  Sta^,  did  much  to 
start  that  theory  of  the  connection  between  literary  and  social  his- 
tory which,  for  good  or  for  evil,  has  played  so  large  a  part  in  the 
criticism  of  the  century.  Not  a  few  critics  of  merit  of  the  same 
kind  were  born  at  the  close  of  the  last  century,  or  at  the  beginning 
of  this.  Among  them  may  be  mentioned  M.  NIsard,  a  bitter 
Opponent  of  the  Romantic  movement,  and  a  prejudiced  critic  of 
French  literature,  but  a  writer  of  very  considerable  knowledge, 
and  of  some  literary  merit;  Eugene  G^ruzez,  author  of  by  far 
the  best  history  of  French  literature  in  a  small  compass,  and  of 
many  separate  treatises  of  value;  Alexandre  Vinet,  a  Swiss,  and 
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a  Protestant,  who  died  at  no  very  advanced  age,  leaving  much  work 
of  merit ;  and  Saint-Marc  Girardin,  who  bueied  himself  nearly  as 
much  in  journalism  and  politics  as  in  literary  criticism  proper,  but 
whose  professorial  Cours  dt  LittiraiuTe  Dramalique  is  a  work  of 
interest,  exhibiting  a  kind  of  transition  style  between  the  older 
and  newer  criticism.  ■Michelet,  Quinet,  Renan,  and  others,  who 
will  be  mentioned  under  other  heads,  were  also  considerable 
as  critics.  Philar^te  Chasles  was  a  lively  writer,  who  devoted 
himself  especially  to  English  literature,  and  whose  judgment  in 
matters  literary  was  not  quite  equal  to  his  affection  for  them, 
Ihoi^b  some  remarkable  appreciations  of  his  have  survived.  The 
critics  of  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes  proper  include,  besides  not 
a  few  authors  named  elsewhere,  Gustave  Planche,  a  person  of 
curious  idiosyncrasy,  chiefly  remarkable  for  the  ferocity  of  his 
critiques ;  Saint-Ren^  Taillandier,  a  dull  man  of  industry ;  and 
M.  Caro,  a  man  of  industry  who  was  not  dull  Nor  must  we  omit 
amor^  the  older  generation  M.  Lenient,  the  author  of  two  admir- 
able volumes  on  the  History  of  French  Satire. 

Between  i860  and  1880  there  was  a  curious  dearth  of  new 
appearances  in  the  critical  literature  of  France,  the  most  noteworthy 
critic  who  had  not  published  before  that  date  being  perhaps 
M.  Paul  Stapfer,  who  began  with  some  excellent  studies  on 
Shakespeare  el  I'AtitiguiU,  and  followed  this  up  with  equally  good 
work  on  Montaigne  and  other  subjects  both  in  single  books  and 
collections  of  essays.  At  about  the  later  date  named,  there  took 
place  an  equally  curious  revival  in  the  subject,  and  four  writers 
especially,  M,  Ferdinand  Bninelifere,  M.  Anatole  France,  M.  Emile 
Faguet,  and  M.  Jules  Lemattre,  distinguished  themselves  in  this 
kind  both  by  the  quality  and  the  quantity  of  their  work, 

M.  Brunetiere,  bom  in  1849,  became  tolerably  early  associated 
Pardinand  wi'h  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes,  of  which  he  after- 
BrunetiSro,  waids  became  editor,  while  he  was  also  for  some 
years  distinguished  as  a  lecturer  on  the  higher  rhetoric  in  the 
Ecole  Normale.  From  the  beginning  of  M.  Bruneli&re's  career  be 
manifested  himself  as  the  apostle  of  a  kind  of  neo-ctassic  reaction, 
which  for  some  years  seemed  likely  to  be  extremely  partial  and 
one-sided.     In  especial   an   attempt  to  depreciate  Old   French 
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literature,  which  he  published,  prejudiced  some  readers  against  him. 
By  degrees,  however,  M.  Bruneti^  somewhat  enlarged  his  limits, 
and  considerably  cleared  up  his  ideas,  and,  tho^li  he  never  ceased 
to  be  on  the  extreme  right  of  the  literary  army  as  that  army 
arranges  ilself  in  France — 'though  for  him  the  sixteenth  century  was 
still  100  lawless  and  unformed,  the  eighteenth  century  already  too 
dandified  and  precious,  it  is  undeniable  that  no  nation  in  Europe 
possessed  a  critic  of  more  solid  infdrmatton,  more  reasoned  literary 
orthodoxy,  and  more  sound  common  sense.  His  slight  tendency 
to  over-severity  found  very  excusable  indulgence  in  his  volume  on 
X<  Roman  Naturaliste ;  the  numerous  essays  collected  under  the 
various  heads  of  Questions  de  Critique,  Hisloire  et  Litt/raiure, 
Etudes  sur  la  Litttraturt  Contemporaine,  though  occasionally  pre- 
judiced or  narrow,  are  of  the  highest  critical  value;  and  the 
elaborate  work  on  V Evolution  det  Genres  dans  F Hisloire  de  la 
LitUraturt  Franfaise,  which  he  began  in  the  form  of  lectures  in 
1890,  showed  itself  one  of  the  chief  monuments  of  really  'higher' 
criticism  that  the  century  has  furnished.  In  the  rather  disorganised 
and  very  headless  condition  which  French  literature  showed,  such 
an  ihfluence  as  M,  Brunetifere's  could  not  but  be  beneficial :  and 
both  his  matter  and  form  are  too  good  for  his  work  soon  to 
become  obsolete. 

In  everything  but  literary  knowledge,  M.  Anatole  France,  already 
twice  mentioned,  is  the  opposite,  though  the  very  Anatola 
agreeable  opposite,  of  M.  Brunetiere.  In  his  critical  Vnaa*. 
work,  his  several  volumes  of  La  Vie  Lilt/raire,  he  displays  the 
same  charming  style,  the  same  delightful  irony,  and  the  same 
slightly  vagabond  but  agreeable  dilettantism  which  have  been 
noticed  in  his  novels.  And  he  is  the  main  practitioner  in  France 
of  that  plan  of  desultory  personal  appreciation  which  has  been  so 
popular  both  there  and  in  England  during  the  last  quarter  of 
a  century,  and  which  at  least  pretends  to  discard  all  academic 
consistence  of  theory  or  system,  and  to  say  clever  things,  more  or 
less  appropriate  to  the  occasion,  with  as  much  grace  as  can  be 
managed.  It  may  be  a  drawback  to  the  collection  in  some  ways, 
but  is  an  advantage  in  others,  that  it  consists  mainly  of  short  articles 
on  current  literature,  much  of  it  dead  aheady  and  nearly  all  of  it 
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sure  to  die  soon.  Such  articles,  proceeding  from  a  man  of  less 
literary  genius  than  M.  France,  w;ould  not  be  worth  collecting,  and 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  both  in  France  and  in  England  the  habit 
of  collecting  such  articles  has  reached  a  tedious  and  disgusting 
excess.  But  from  the  author  of  La  RSHsurie  dt  la  Reine  Pe'dauqm 
it  is  not  easy  to  have  too  much,  and  the  amber^of  his  style  enshrines 
some  things  much  more  precious  than  flies.  *  ;'  J" 
With  M.  Emile  Faguet  (b.  1847)  we  come  back  to  a  style  of 
Bmiie  criticism  nearer  lo  that  of  M.  Erunetifere,  but  less 
FBguet.  aggressive,  less  limited  in  one  sense,  and  perhaps 
less  original  in  another.  M.  Faguet  has  preferred  to  throw  his 
work  into  orderly  sequences  {Eludes  LitUrairti  sur  le  SeizHmt 
Sihle;  Sur  It  Dix-sepiiime;  Sur  le  Dix-huiliem  \  Sur  U  Dix- 
tieuviime,  with  others  rather  less  regular).  To  some  readers  he 
may  have  seemed  uninteresting  and  pedagogic  in  his  contempt  of 
gossip,  and  his  avoidance  of  that  tapage  (startling  and  striking 
effect)  which  in  other  French  critics  besides  Taine  seems  to  be  the 
chief  object.  He  has  also  been  accused  of  regarding  rather  the 
ethical  characteristics  of  authors  than  the  strictly  literary  charac- 
teristics of  their  work ;  but  this  is  not  just.  A  slight  deficiency  of 
personality  both  in  manner  and  in  substance,  and  an  almost 
excessive  avoidance  of  definite  and  jeopardising  judgment  — 
these  are  the  things  that  may  be  chiefly  urged  against  him.  But 
few  critics  hold  the  balance  better  than  he  does:  and  in  that 
educating  function  which  is  more  and  more  becoming  the  special 
office  of  the  critic  he  has  few  rivals.  Very  rarely — an  instance 
among  the  few  has  been  quoted  above  in  reference  lo  Gautier — does 
he  indulge  in  paradox  or  succumb  to  prejudice ;  and,  if  he  seems 
tame  to  those  who  demand  from  criticism  hasty  generalisations  or 
crackling  epigrams,  this  will  be  almost  his  highest  commendation 
to  sounder  judgments. 

In  the  fourth  of  the  quartette,  Jules  Lemattre,  who  was  born  in 
Juiea  1853,  and  tried  both  the  priesthood  and  the  Ecole 
Lemiltrs.  Normale  before  he  subsided  upon  literature,  we  come 
to  yet  a  different  type,  indeed  to  something  like  an  instance  of 
atavism,  of  recurrence  to  an  older  French  model.  M.  Lemaltre, 
unlike  two  of  those  with  whom  he  had  been  classed,  has   tried 
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novels,  pioems,  and  pUys,  though  not  with  much  success;  his  . 
reputation  is  due  to  his  reviews  of  diatna  and  literature,  collected 
in  two  series.  Impressions  de  TMdire  and  Les  Contemporains.  Of 
M.  Leriiattre's  cleverness  there  can  be  no  two  opinions,  unless  dunces 
are  called  to  give  theirs.  On  the  question  whether  any  other  and 
higher  epithet  than  clever  can  be  allowed  to  him  opinions,  which 
should  not  be  those  of  dunces,  differ  rather  irreconcilably:  To  some, 
for  instance,  his  almost  famous  and  almost  historical  beginning  of 
an  article  on  the  author  of  Strge  Panint,  that  he  '  had  intended 
to  deal  only  with  literature,  but  that  as  uniformity  might  be 
monotonous  he  would  discuss  M.  Ohnet,'  seems  sublime;  others, 
(hough  they  may  thoroughly  agree  with  the  implied  contrast, 
behold  in  it  only  a  fling  of  which  many  men,  many  women,  and 
many  schoolboys  are  capable.  Some  think  that  his  obstinate  super- 
ficiality, his  avowal  of  inability  to  read  Shakespeare  in  the  original 
while  maintaining  no  high  opinion  of  Shakespeare,  and  so  forth, 
are  only  pleasant  evidences  of  the  esprit  Gaulois — half-affected 
ignorances  and  levities  masking  a  solid  literary  theory.  Others 
see  in  them  merely  the  jactation  of  a  limited  wit,  which  is  nothing 
more.  He  has  even  been  called,  with  an  obvious  reference  to 
Janin,  '  the  other  Jules,'  the  representative  of  a  not  wholly  unreal 
but  comparatively  trivial  accomplishment.  The  opinion  of  posterity 
must  decide  between  these  estimates. 

It  is  again  difficult  to  know  how  to  compose  a  coda  of  shorter 
mentions  in  this  department,  always  a  full  one  in  other 
France,  and  excellently  peopled  at  the  time.  M.  Angus-  crltioH. 
tin  Filon,  a  historian  of  English  literature  after  Taine,  the  author 
of  an  admirable  book  on  M^rim^e,  and  a  critic,  especially  in 
English  matters,  of  much  acumen ;  M.  Beljame,  whose  Les 
Hommes  de  Leilres  et  le  Public  en  Attglelerre,  a  study  of  Dryden, 
Addison,  and  Swift,  ranks  among  the  best  literary  studies  in 
existence  of  a  foreign  country;  M.  Jusserand,  also  the  author 
of  more  than  two  or  three  books  on  English  literary  history,  which 
unite  erudition  and  elegance  surprisingly,  and  the  editor  of  the 
admirable  series  of  Les  Grands  Ecrivains  Fran^ais ;  M.  Guatave 
Larroumet,  who  has  given  specially  solid  studies  on  Marivaux 
and  others  ;  the  already  mentioned   M.  Edouard   Rod,  with  his 
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rather  oddly  titled  Let  IdAs  Morales  du  Temps  prtsmi,  which  Is 
in  reality  a  criticism  of  critics  from  a  pardcular  standpoint ;  and 
M.  Lanson,  author  of  the  latest  French  history  of  French  litera- 
ture itself,  must  be  at  least  mentioned,  and  may  seem  to  demand 
fuller  notice.  But  once  more  we  must  acknowledge  in  their  cases 
and  in  others  the  necessary  absence  of  the  adjusting  instruments 
fiimished  only  by  time,  and  never  furnished  with  such  destructive 
results  as  in  this  department.  Oporlel  It  crescere,  nu  autem  mmui, 
was  the  quotation  of  a  genial  critic  to  his  successor  on  a  critical 
journal,  and  the  successor  knew  that  the  wheel  would  come  full 
circle  in  his  own  case  also. 

Among  the  representatives  of  art-criticism  Viollet-le-Duc  as 
a  writer  on  architecture,  and  Charles  Blanc  (brother  of  Louis) 
as  an  authority  on  decorative  art  generally,  made  before  their 
deaths  reputations  sufficiently  exceptional  to  be  noticed  here. 
The  work  in  art-criticism  of  the  Goncourts  has  been  noticed 
above.     It  is  customary,  and  not  improper,  to  speak  very  highly 

EnKdne  of  the  chief  work,  £es  MaUres  i Autrefois,  1876,  of 
Fromentin.  Eugfene  Fromentin,  1830-76,  a  painter  of  great 
talent,  who  was  also  the  author  of  two  remarkable  volumes  of 
travel-sketches,  Un  Eii  dans  le  Sahara  and  Une  AniiA  dant  U 
Sa/ul,  and  of  a  single  brilliant  novel,  Dominique  (1864).  As 
a  describer  and  word-painter,  Fromentin  comes  pretty  close  (o 
Gautier:  as  a  critic  he  uses,  in  discussing  painting,  rather  the 
moderate  circumstantiality  of  Sainte-Beuve  than  the  hard-and-fast 
determinism  of  Taine ;  as  a  novelist  he  stands,  or  seems  from  the 
vantage  point  of  his  single  book  to  stand,  very  much  by  himself. 
M.  Mont^gut,  who  has  written  an  excellent  and  characteristic 
essay  on  Fromentin,  thinks  indeed  that  Dominique  is  not  a  good  novel 
because  it  relies  on  description  and  psychologj',  not  on  story-interest. 
The  objection,  made  a  generation  ago,  is  no  doubt  sound;  but  it 
is  hardly  necessary,  after  more  than  one  thing  which  has  been  said 
in  these  pages,  to  point  out  that  public  taste  has  followed  Fromentin 
in  his  error.  And  the  objection  of  course  does  not  apply  to  the 
African  travel-pieces  or  to  the  art-criticism, 

Here  also,  as  representatives  of  other  classes  of  Uterature,  the 
names  of  Hector  Berlioz,  the  great  composer,  author  of  letters  and 
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memoirs  of  great  interest ;  of  Henri  Monnier,  an  artist  not  much 
less  skilful  with  bis  pen  than  with  his  pencil  in  satirical  sketches  of 
Parisian  types  (especially  his  famous  '  Joseph  Prudhomme  *) ;  of 
Charles  Monselet,  a  miscellaneous  writer  whose  sympathies  were 
as  wide  and  his  temper  as  genial  as  bis  literary  faculty  was  accom- 
plished; of  X.  Doudan,  whose  posthumous  remains  and  letters 
attracted  much  attention  after  a  life  of  silence ;  and  of  the  Genevese 
diarist  Amtel,  selections  from  whose  vast  journal  of  philosophical 
sentimentaiism  and  miscellaneous  reflection  have  also  been  popular, 
may  be  cited. 

The  renewed  study  of  old  French  literature  just  noticed  is  the 
only  department  of  the  literature  of  erudition  which  can  receive 
mention  here,  for  physical  science  and  classical  study  fall  equally 
out  of  our  range  of  possible  treatment  The  Hisloirt  tilDEuistio 
LilUrairt  was  rewved,  and  has  been  steadily  pro-  „^1^ 
ceeded  with.  Every  department  of  old  French  atud^  of 
literature  has  been  studied,  latterly  in  vigorous  rivalry  pT«noh. 
with  the  Germans.  The  most  important  single  name  in  this  study 
in  the  last  generation  was  that  of  the  late  M.  Paulin  Paris,  who 
edited  reprints  of  all  sorts  with  untiring  energy,  and  in  a  thoroughly 
literary  spirit.  His  son  Gaston,  now  also  passed  away,  followed  in 
his  steps  with  equal  enthusiasm  and  geniality,  as  well  as  with  greater 
Strictness  of  scholarship.  The  great  classics  of  France,  from  the 
sixteenth  century  onward,  have  been  the  object  of  constant  and 
careful  editing,  such  as  the  classics  of  no  other  country  have 
enjoyed.  Nor  has  the  linguistic  part  of  the  study  been  omitted. 
The  two  chief  monuments  of  this  are  the  great  dictionary  of  Littrd, 
and  the  complement  of  it  by  M.  Godefroy,  which  contains  a  complete 
lexicon  of  the  older  tongue  with  the  fullest  quotations.  Among 
the  collections  of  old  French  literature^  the  Bibliothfeque  Elz^vjrienne 
may  be  especially  noticed.  This,  besides  many  reprints  of  isolated 
authors,  contains  invaluable  examples  of  the  early  theatre,  a  still 
more  precious  collection  of  scattered  poems  of  the  fifteenth  and 
sixteenth  centuries,  and  one  of  miscellanies  of  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth.  An  Imperial  Minister,  M,  Fortoul,  sanctioned  the 
publication  of  all  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  but  the  enterprise  was 
unfortunately  intennpted  at  the  tenth  volume. 


CHAPTER   VII. 

PHILOSOPHY,  THEOLOGY,  AND  HISTORY. 

Thosk  branches  of  literature,  other  than  the  Belles  Lettres,  which 
naturally  retain,  longer  than  those  which  busy  themselves  with 
science  as  it  is  now  underBlood,  the  literary  interest,  are  philosophy, 
FhiioKi-       theology,  and  history.     In  philosophy  France   has 

phical  produced,  during  the  present  century,  only  one  name 
writen.  ^f  (jj^  gj,j(  i^iporunce.  As  has  been  the  case  with 
all  other  European  nations,  her  philosophical  energies  have  chiefly 
been  devoted  to  the  historical  side  of  philosophy,  a.  tendency 
specially  encouraged  by  the  already-mentioned  influence  of  Cousin. 
Damiron,  the  chief  authority  in  French  on  the  materialist  schools 
of  the  eighteenth  century;  Jules  Simon  (later  a  politician  and  one 
of  the  best  prose-writers  of  France  on  whatever  subject  he  busied 
himself  with)  and  Vacherot,  who  busied  themselves  chiefly  with 
the  Alexandrian  philosophers^ — Cousin,  it  should  be  remembered, 
was  the  editor  of  Proclus— and  Charles  de  R^musat,  a  man  of 
great  capacity,  who,  among  other  rather  unexpected  literary 
occupations,  devoted  himself  to  Abelard,  Thomas  ^  Becket,  and 
other  representatives  of  scholasticism,  illustrate  this  tendency.  The 
philosophy  of  the  middle  ages  was  also  the  subject  of  one  of  the 
clearest  and  best-written  of  philosophical  studies,  in  the  ^e  la 
Pkilosophie  Scolasliqut  of  B.  Haur^au ;  and  in  the  later  years  of 
the  century  the  increased  solidity,  not  always  accompanied  by 
undiminished  elegance,  which  has  recently  distinguished  French 
scholarship,  has  bhown  itself  in  philosophy  also. 
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The  name,  however,  of  the  century  in  French  philosophical 

literature  is  that  of  Aueuste  Comte,  the  founder  of        _ 

Oomte. 
what  is  called  Positivism.    He  was  born  at  Montpelier 

three  or  four  j'ears  before  the  end  of  the  last  century,  and  died  at 
Paris  in  September,  1857.  Comte  passed  through  the  discipline 
of  initiation  in  the  Saint-Stmonian  views — Saint-Simon  was  a  de- 
scendant of  the  great  writer  of  that  name,  who  developed  a  curious 
form  of  communism  very  interesting  politically,  but  important 
to  literature  only  from  the  remarkable  influence  it  had  upon  his 
contemporaries — but,  like  most  of  Saint-Simon's  disciples,  soon 
emancipated  himself.  To  discuss  Comte's  philosophical  views 
would  be  impossible  here.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  cardinal 
principle  of  his  earlier  work,  the  Coun  dt  Philosephie  Positive,  is 
that  the  world  of  thought  has  passed  through  successively  a  theo- 
logical Stage  and  a  metaphysical  stage,  and  is  now  reduced  to  the 
observation  and  classification  of  phenomena  and  their  relations. 
On  the  basis  cleared  by  this  sweeping  hypothesis,  Comte,  in  his 
later  days  (under  the  inspiration  of  a  lady,  Madame  Clotilde  de 
Vau3,  if  he  himself  be  believed),  developed  a  remarkable  construc- 
tion of  positive  religion.  This  was  indignantly  rejected  by  his 
most  acute  followers,  the  chief  of  whom  was  the  phik>logist  and 
critic  Littr^.  Outside  of  Comtism,  France  has  not  produced  many 
writers  on  philosophy,  except  philosophical  historians.  Perhaps 
from  the  literary  view  the  most  important  philosophical  writers  in 
French  for  the  last  half-century  were  Renan,  who  will  find  his 
place  more  appropriately  in  another  paragraph,  and  Taine,  who 
has  been  already  noticed.  Between  Saint-Simon  and  Comte,  if 
space  allowed,  notice  would  have  to  be  taken  of  many  political 
writers  of  the  middle  of  the  century,  whose  visionary  and  for  the 
most  part  communistic  views  had  a  considerable  but  passing 
influence,  such  as  Cabet,  Fourier,  Pierre  Leroux,  and  the  violent 
and  not  wholly  sane  but  vigorous  Proudhon.  Here,  however, 
nothing  but  bare  mention,  and  that  only  for  completeness'  sake, 
can  be  given  to  them. 

In  theology,  as  represented  in  literature,  the  dominant  interest 
of  the  period  belongs  at  first  to  the  condnnatora  of  the  Ijberal- 
Catholic  school  of  Lamennais.     The  greatest  of  these,  beyond  all 
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question,  vas  Charles  Forbes  de  Montalembert,  whose  mother  was 
Theoioeicai  ^  Scotchwoman,  and  his  Tather  French  ambassador 
wriMri.  in  Sweden.  He  was  bom  in  April,  i8io,  and  died  on 
Hontalam-  the  13th  of  March,  1870.  Montalembert  was  young 
***"■  enough  to  come  under  the  influence  of  Lamennais 
only  indirectly,  and  at  the  extreme  end  of  that  writer's  orthodox 
period.  His  immediate  master  was  rather  the  eloquent  Abb^ 
Lacordaire.  His  father  was  a  peer  of  France,  and  Montalembert 
succeeded  early  to  his  position,  which  gave  him  an  opportunity 
of  supporting  the  great  contention  of  the  Liberal  Catholics  under 
Louis  Philippe,  the  right  to  establish  schools  for  themselves. 
Being  devoted  first  of  all  to  the  defence  of  ecclesiastical  interests 
by  every  legitimate  means,  and  having  no  an ti- Republican  pre- 
judices, Montalembert  was  able  to  accept  the  Second  Revolution, 
though  not  the  Second  Empire,  and  he  continued  to  be  one 
of  the  most  moderate,  but  dangerous,  opponents  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Napoleon  HL  His  chief  works,  which  have  much  bril- 
liancy and  vigour,  are  his  '  Life  of  Elizabeth  of  Hungary,'  his 
'  Life  and  Times  of  St.  Anselm,'  bis  Avenir  Politiqtu  de  t Angle- 
terre,  and,  most  of  all,  his  great  work  on  '  The  Monks  of  the  West 
from  St.  Benedict  to  St.  Bernard.'  A  fellow  worker  with  Mont- 
alembert, though  earlier  cut  off,  was  Fr^d^ric  Ozanam,  a  brilliant 
student  and  lecturer  in  mediaeval  history,  who  was 
the  chief  literaiy  critic  of  the  Neo-Catholic  movement 
during  the  later  years  of  Louis  Philippe's  reign.  Ozanam's  chief 
work  was  his  study  on  Dante.  About  this  time  a  considerable 
resurrection  of  pulpit  eloquence  took  place.    Its  chief  representative 

was  the  alrcady-mcndoned  lean  Baptiste  Henri  La- 
LaoordalFB.  ,  ,  ,       '        ,  ,        „  ,-,.„, 

cordaire,  who  was  bom  m  1801  and  died  m  1801. 

Lacordaire  was  a  partner  of  Lamennais  in  the  Avenir.  But,  un- 
like his  master,  be  took  the  papal-  reproof  obediently,  and  con- 
tinued to  preach  in  the  orthodox  sense.  He  entered  the  order  of 
St.  Dominic  in  1840,  but  was  nevertheless  elected  to  the  Assembly, 
in  1848,  as  a  compliment,  doubtless,  10  the  fervent  radicalism  he 
had  displayed  earlier.  Lacordaire's  Uterary  reputation  is  almost 
entirely  confined  to  his  sermons,  the  most  famous  of  which  were 
preached  at   Notre  Dame.     Other  celebrated   preachers  of  the 
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middle  of  the  century  were,  on  the  Catholic  side,  the  Pire  Fdlii, 
and,  on  the  Protestant,  Athanage  CoquereL  Of  the  extreme 
orthodox  party,  during  the  Second  Empire,  the  chief  names  from 
the  point  of  view  of  literature  were  those  of  Monseigneur  Dupanloup, 
bishop  d"  Orleans,  and  the  journalist,  Louis  Veuillot.  The  former, 
one  of  the  most  eloquent  and  one  of  the  ablest  men  of  his  time  in 
France,  began  with  a  certain  liberalism,  but  gradually  hardened 
into  extremer  views,  distinguishing  himself  in  his  place  in  the 
Academy  by  violent  opposition  to  the  admission  of  M.  Littr^  as 
a  positivist.  The  latter,  as  editor  of  the  journal  L'Univers,  brought 
remarkable  wit  and  a  faculty  of  slashing  criticism,  not  often 
equalled,  to  :he  service  of  his  party,  indulging,  however,  too  often 
in  mere  scurrility. 

From  this  same  literary  point  of  view,  the  chief  name  in  the 
theological  literature  of  this  period  is  once  more  on  the  unorthodox 
side.  Since  the  days  of  Joseph  de  Maistre  the  Church  had  far 
more  than  held  her  own  in  the  literary  arena ;  but  the  discourage- 
ment given  at  Rome  to  the  followers  of  Lamennais  seemed  to 
bring  ill  luck  with  it.  Ernest  Renan,  who,  with  some  ssmest 
faults,  was  one  of  the  most  remarkable  masters  of  Benan. 
French  style  in  our  time,  was  bom  in  1823,  at  Tr^guier  in 
Brittany.  He  was  intended  for  the  priesthood,  and  was  educated 
for  the  most  part  at  clerical  seminaries.  On  arriving,  however,  at 
manhood,  he  did  not  feel  inclined  to  take  orders;  accepted  the 
place  of  usher  at  a  school,  and  soon  distinguished  himself  by 
linguistic  studies,  especially  on  the  Semitic  languages.  He  also 
exercised  himself  a  good  deal  in  literary  criticism  and  as  a  journalist 
of  all  work  on  the  staffs  of  the  Journal  des  Dtbals  and  the  Revue 
des  Deux  Mondts.  His  first  really  remarkable  work,  published  in 
r85o,  is  Averrais  et  tAverrmme,  a  book  injured  by  the  author's 
want  of  sympathy  wiih  the  thought  of  the  middle  ages,  but  fiill  of 
research  and  of  reflection.  This  gained  him  a  post  in  the  Paris 
Library.  He  then  produced  several  works,  dealing  more  or  less 
with  the  Hebrew  Scriptures.  In  r86o  he  had  a  government  mission 
to  Phoenicia  and  Palestine,  which  enabled  him  to  examine  the 
Holy  Land  very  attentively.  On  his  return  he  vras  appointed  to 
the  chair  of  Hebrew  at  the  College  de  France,  but  the  outcry 
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against  his  unoTthodosj'  was  so  great  that  he  was  suspended.  He 
began  about  this  time  to  publish  his  famous  series  of  Origims  du 
Chrislianisme  with,  for  a  first  volume,  a  Vie  de  J4ms,  imbued  with 
a  curious  kind  of  eclectic  and  romantic  rationalism.  This  was 
followed  by  numerous  volumes  dealing  with  the  early  ages  of 
Christianity.  In  1870  he  made  himself  conspicuous  by  a  letter  to 
Strauss  on  the  subject  of  the  Franco-German  War,  and  after  the 
peace  he  continued  and  very  considerably  enlarged  his  literary 
work.  Besides  completing  the  Origims,  he  produced,  in  a  form  of 
semi-dramatic  dialogue  which  he  called  'Drame  Phtlosophique,' 
some  half-political,  half-fanciful  studies  of  great  literary  excellence, 
such  as  Caliban,  a  satire  on  democracy.  La  Fontaine  de  J&uvence, 
a  brilliant  mediaeval  fantasy-piece,  covering  a  violent  attack  on 
Germany,  Lt  Prilre  de  N/mi,  and  lastly  VAbbesst  de  Jouarre, 
which  excited  grave  disapproval  by  the  tone  of  semi-philosophical 
Hedonism  which  pervaded  it.  This  tone  also  appeared  in  others 
of  Renan's  later  works,  which  were  numerous.  He  followed  up 
the  Ortginet  with  an  Histoire  du  Peuple  d Israel  in  the  same  Style : 
he  printed  an  early  work,  X-'Avenir  de  la  Science,  which  he  bad 
written  in  the  troublous  days  about  1850:  and  he  issued  or 
collected  various  essays.  Souvenirs  ftEnfance  et  de  Jeunesse, 
Feuilles  ditacMes,  the  hist-named  not  appearing  till  the  year  of  his 
death,  189  a, 

M.  Renan  was  in  point  of  style,  for  many  years  before  his  death, 
the  most  considerable  prose  writer  of  France  who  was  a  prose 
writer  only.  His  prejudices  were  strong,  and  his  strictly  argu- 
mentative and  logical  faculty  rather  weak.  In  temperament  he 
was  what  may  be  called  a  sentimental  rationalist.  But  his  literary 
knowledge  was  extraordinarily  wide  and  very  accurate,  while  his 
literary  sympathies,  though  somewhat  irregular  in  their  operation, 
were  warm.  These  peculiarities  reflect  themselves  in  his  stjie, 
which  is  a  direct  descendant  of  that  of  Rousseau  through 
M.  Renan's  own  countryman,  Chateaubriand.  As  a  describer  of 
scenery  he  was  unmatched  among  bis  contemporaries.  He  had 
an  extraordinary  power  of  vivid  and  interesting  narration  inclining 
somewhat  to  the  over-picturesque.  No  one  was  able  more  cleverly 
to  seize  on  the  most  striking  and  telling  features  of  a  landscape. 
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a  book,  a  character,  and,  by  adroit  dwelling  on  these,  to  present 
the  whole  as  vividly  as  possible  to  his  readers.  No  one  again  was 
more  thoroughly  master  of  a  certain  rather  vague  but  telling 
eloquence  which  deals  chiefly  with  the  moral  feelings  and  the 
domestic  affections,  and  exercises  an  amiably  softening  influence 
on  those  who  submit  themselves  to  iL  Although  his  style  never 
gained  in  strength,  its  seduction  and  half-oratorical  grace  increased 
steadily  till  the  time  of  his  death ;  and  in  a  somewhat  morbid  way 
(he  Drames  Philosophiquis,  the  later  essays,  and  passages  in  the 
Hisloire  iFIsrait  possess  a  charm  nowhere  else  to  be  found. 
M.  Renan's  taste,  however,  was  not  impeccable,  and  the  above 
referred-to  mixture  of  sensuality  and  'culture'  was  found  offensive 
enough  by  some,  especially  when  put  forth  as  a  substitute  for 
religion.  His  criticism,  moreover,  was  of  the  most  uncritical 
character,  and  the  arbitrary  fantasies  of  his  Hisloire  (fhrail  {in 
which  parts  of  the  same  document  are  accepted  or  rejected 
without  the  slightest  evidence,  and  whole  structures  of  conjectural 
history  are  built  upon  a  single  or  not  even  a  single  word)  excited 
protests  not  merely  from  the  orthodox,  but  from  all  who  under- 
stood the  art  of  ju%ment. 

In  history  a  group  of  distinguished  names,  besides  a  still  larger 
number  of  names  only  less  individually  distinguished,  deserve 
notice.  First  among  these,  in  order  of  time,  may  be  mentioned 
the  two  brothers  Am^d^e  and  Augustin  Thierry,  the  Hlitoriuu. 
former  of  whom  was  bom  in  T78J  and  died  in  1873,  Thierry, 
while  the  latter,  born  in  1795,  died  in  1856.  Both  devoted  them- 
selves to  historical  studies.  But,  while  Am6^^e  employed  himself 
almost  wholly  on  the  history  of  Gaul  during  Roman  times  and  on 
Roman  history,  Augustin,  who  was  by  far  the  more  gifted  of  the 
two,  look  a  wider  range.  He  was  born  and  educated  at  Blois, 
and  for  some  time  devoted  himself  to  politics  and  sociology,  being 
a  disciple  of  Saint-Simon,  and  a  fellow-worker  of  Comte.  He 
soon,  however,  betook  himself  to  history,  and  in  rSag  published 
his  '  History  of  the  Norman  Conquest  in  England.'  Blindness 
followed,  but  he  was  able  to  continue  his  work.  In  1835  he 
published  Dix  Am  ^Eludes  Hisloriques,  and  in  1840,  what  is 
perhaps  his  best  work,  R^cits  des  Temps  Me'rovingiens,  a  book 
11 
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which  has  few  rivals  as  exhibitii^  in  a  fascinating  light,  but 
without  any  sacrifice  of  historical  accuracy  to  mere  picturesqueness, 
the  circumstances  and  events  of  an  unfamiliar  time.  His  last 
work  of  importance  was  an  essay  on  the  Tlers-£tat  and  its  origin. 
Thierry  is  an  excellent  example  of  a  historian  handling,  with 
little  guidance  from  predecessors,  a  difficult  and  neglected  but 
important  age. 
Far  less  important  as  a  historian,  but  distinguished  by  his  double 
character  of  statesman  and  IxMraltur,  in  which  he  was 
more  fortunate  than  his  two  rivals  in  the  same  double 
career,  Gnizot  and  Lamartine,  was  Louis  Adolphe  Thiers,  who  was 
bom  at  Mars«iilles.  of  the  lower  middle  class,  in  1797.  He.  was 
brought  up  for  the  law,  being  educated  at  Marseilles  and  at  Aix. 
Then  he  went  to  Paris,  and  afier  a  short  time  obtained  work  on 
the  Comtituiiontul  as  supporter  of  the  liberal  opposition  during  the 
Restoration.  His  Histoire  dt  la  RivduHon  Franfaise  appeared 
between  1823  and  1817,  and  brought  him  much  reputation,  which 
was  very  ill  deserved  as  far  as  fulness  and  accuracy  of  information 
are  concerned.  French  readers,  however,  have  ever  been  mdiflerent 
to  mere  accuracy,  and  are  given  to  admire  even  a  superficial  appear* 
ance  of  order  and  clearness ;  at  any  rate,  the  book,  added  to  bis 
considerable  reputation  as  a  political  writer,  made  him  famous. 
A  paper,  which  he  founded  in  the  beginning  of  1830,  the  National, 
had  much  share  in  bringing  about  the  Revolution  of  that  year. 
Afler  it  Thiers  was  elected  to  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  for  Aix, 
and  in  a  short  time  became  a  renowned  debater.  He  held  office 
again  and  again  under  Louis  Philippe,  and  was  believed  to  be  in 
favour  of  a  warlike  policy.  When  he  retired  from  office  he  began 
his  principal  hierary  work  (a  continuation  of  his  first), '  The  History 
of  the  Consulate  and  the  Empire.'  He  took  no  part  in  the 
Revolution  of  1848,  and  accepted  the  R^ubUc,  but  was  banished 
at  the  coup  iitat,  though  not  for  long.  In  1863  be  re-entered  the 
Chamber,  having  constantly  worked  at  his  History,  which  tended 
not  a  little  to  reconstruct  the  Napoleonic  legend.  Yet  he  was 
a  steady  though  a  moderate  oppionent  of  the  Second  Empire.  On 
its  downfall,  Thiers,  as  the  most  distinguished  statesman  the  country- 
possessed,  undertook  the  negotiations  with  the  enemy — a  diGGcult 
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task,  which  he  performed  with  extreme  alnliCy.  He  then  became 
President  of  the  Republic,  which  post  he  held  till  1873.  He  died 
on  the  3rd  of  September,  1877.  The  chief  fault  of  Thiers  as 
a  historian  is  his  misleading  partiality,  which  is  especially  displayed 
in  his  account  of  Napoleon's  wars,  and  reaches  its  climax  in  that  of 
the  battle  of  Waterloo.  He  has,  however,  great  merils  in  lucidity 
of  arrangement,  in  an  eloquent  if  rather  declamatory  style,  and  in 
a  faculty  of  conveying  a  considerable  amount  of  information  without 
breaking  the  march  of  his  narrative. 

By  a  curious  coincidence,  the  chief  rival  of  Thiers  in  politics  (at 
least  during  the  greater  part  of  his  life)  was  of  his  own  class  and 
condition,  and,  like  him,  primarily  a  man  of  letters.  . 

Fran9oi3  Pierre  Guillaume  Guizot  was,  however,  ten 
years  the  senior  of  Thiers,  having  been  born  in  1737,  at  NImes. 
Guizot  was  a  Protestant,  and  his  father  perished  in  the  Terror. 
He  was  educated  at  Geneva,  but  went  to  Paris  early,  and  produced 
in  1809  (being  then  only  twenty-two)  a  dictionary  of  synonyms, 
Afier  this  he  did  miscellaneous  literary  work  of  various  kinds,  and 
at  the  Restoration  filled,  as  a  moderate  Royalist,  various  posts  under 
government,  being  appointed,  among  other  things,  to  a  history 
professorship  at  the  Sorbonne.  He  became  more  and  more 
liberal,  and  in  1834  his  lectures  were  forbidden.  His  literary 
activity  was,  however,  incessant,  his  greatest  work  being  a,  c(d- 
lection  of  early  French  historical  writings  in  thirty-one  volumes. 
He  also  p^d  much  attention  to  the  history  of  England,  and 
published,  in  ifiafi,  a  Hittoirt  it  la  Rivolution  dAngklerrt.  This 
was  followed  by  many  other  works,  of  which  his  'History  of 
Civilisation  in  Europe,'  and  'History  of  Civilisation  in  Prance,'  are 
the  best  known.  He  had  been  elected  a  member  of  the  Chamber 
before  the  Revolution  of  1830,  and  after  it  he  was  appointed 
Itlinister  of  Public  Instruction,  having  the  powerful  support  of  the 
Brt^lie  family.  He  was  afterwards  ambassador  to  London,  and 
then  Prime  Minister,  being,  it  is  said,  very  much  to  blame  for  the 
Revolution  of  February.  He  escaped  to  London  with  some 
difficulty,  and,  though  he  revisited  France,  had  to  return  to  England 
at  the  advent  of  Louis  Napoleon.  He  was  not,  however,  a  per- 
manent exile,  but  was  allowed  to  enjoy  bis  estate  at  Vat  Richer  in 
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Normandy.  He  died  in  1874,  having  been  incessantly  occupied 
on  literary  work  of  all  kinds  (chiefly  connected  with  French  and 
English  history)  for  the  last  half-century  of  his  life.  The 
chief  of  these  in  bulk  was  a  voluminous  history  of  France 
not  completed  till  after  his  death.  Guizot's  enormous  fertility 
(for  not  a  fwentielh  of  his  works  has  been  mentioned)  perhaps 
injuriously  affected  his  style,  which  is  not  remarkable.  Sound 
common  sense  and  laborious  acquaintance  with  facts  are  his 
chief  characteristics. 

A  companion  of  Thiers  at  college,  and  a  prot/g/  of  his  during 
his  years  of  power,  was  Francois  Mignet,  who,  bom 
a  year  before  his  friend,  outlived  him.  Mignet,  too, 
wrote,  and  at  the  same  time  as  Thiers,  a  History  of  the  French 
Revolution  of  curiously  different  character.  He  became  secretary 
of  the  Institute,  and  in  1837  a  member  of  the  Academy,  His 
chief  later  works  were  on  the  'Spanish  Succession,'  on  Mary 
Stuart,  and  on  Charles  the  Fifth  after  his  abdication,  with,  last  of 
all,  the  rivalry  of  Charles  V.  and  Francis  I.  Mignet  is  as  trust- 
worthy as  Thiers  is  the  reverse.  But  his  historical  manner  is 
exceedingly  dry,  as  also  is  his  style,  though  it  is  correct  and  not 
inelegant. 

A  very  different  writer  was  Jules  Michelet,  the  most  original  and 

remarkable  historian  in  point  of  style  that  France  has 
Michelet.  .        .       t%  -n  .  . 

ever  produced.    Bom  at  Paris,  m  1798,  he  was  also 

educated  there,  and  became  a  schoolmaster.  Soon  after  he  came 
of  age  he  was  transferred  to  the  Ecole  Norraale.  The  Revohition 
of  1S30,  owing  to  the  influence  of  Cousin  and  Guizot,  opened 
great  opportunities  for  historical  students,  and  Michelet  was  enabled 
to  publish  not  a  few  historical  treatises,  some  of  a  rather  specialist 
nature,  others  popular  abstracts  of  French  history.  In  1838  he 
was  appointed  to  a  chair  in  the  College  de  France,  and,  in  con- 
junction with  his  friend  Quinet,  he  took  part  in  the  violent  polemic 
against  the  Jesuits  which  distinguished  the  time.  He  had  already  . 
for  some  years  begun  his  strange  and  splendid  Hisloire  de  France, 
1833-1867,  but  he  accompanied  its  progress  with  a  crowd  of  little 
books  of  a  controversial  and  miscellaneous  character.  Shortly 
before  the  Revolution  of  1848  he  began,  and  soon  afler  the  coup 
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i^tat  6tiished,  his  Histoirt  dt  la  Rivolution.  He  declined  to  take 
the  oat'hs  to  the  Empire,  and  so  lost  tiie  place  in  the  Record  Office 
■which  he  then  held.  He  died  in  1874,  and,  notwithstanding  his 
incessant  literary  activity  during  his  life,  various  unpublished  works, 
have  appeared  since,  one  of  which,  describing  the  hunger-pinched 
population  of  the  Riviera,  is  a  masterpiece  of  his  volcanic  style. 
This  style  is  characteristic  not  only  of  his  great  History,  but  also 
of  his  smaller  books,  of  which  Des  J&uiUs,  Du  Priire,  Du  Peuple, 
UOiseau,  L'InsecU,  D Amour,  La  Sorciirt  (the  last  perhaps  the 
most  remarkable  of  all),  arc  especially  noteworthy.  It  is  entirely 
unlike  the  style  of  any  previous  French  writer,  except  that  of 
Lamennais,  who  was,  however,  rather  Michelet's  contemporary  than 
his  predecessor,  and  that  of  Victor  Hugo,  in  some  of  his  more  recent 
work.  Broken  and  irregular  in  construction,  it  is  extraordinarily 
vivid  in  colour,  and  striking  in  the  outUne  of  its  presentment.  The 
History  of  France  is  a  book  to  which  little  justice  can  be  done  in 
the  space  here  available.  It  is  strongly  prejudiced  by  Michelet's 
republican  and  anti-Catholic  views,  and,  like  all  picturesque  histories, 
it  brings  into  undue  relief  incidents  and  personages  which  have 
happened  to  strike  the  author's  imagination.  But  it  is  extraordinarily 
stimulating,  full  of  energy  and  life,  and  almost  unequalled  in  the 
power  with  which  the  writer  restores  and  revives  the  past.  For 
some  time  little  justice  was  done  in  France  itself  to  Michelet, 
despite  his  genius  and  his  intense  patriotism.  He  held  aloof  from  the 
Romantics :  and  the  more  positive  schools  distrusted  or  despised  his 
imaginative  fanaticism.  It  must  be  confessed  that  he  has  no  judg- 
ment, that  he  is  sometimes  almost  silly,  and  constantly  more  than 
extravagant  But  the  re-creative  power  in  which  he  is  only  sur- 
passed by  Carlyle,  whom  he  in  turn  surpasses  in  splendour  of 
literary  decoration,  and  this  splendour  itself,  appear  to  be  making 
their  way  at  last.  And  it  must  be  added  that  Michelet,  despite 
his  violence,  is  seldom  or  never  disagreeable,  even  to  those 
who  disagree  with  him  most.  He  hated  nothing  (except  Jesuits) 
so  much  as  England,  aristocracy,  and  the  Church,  yet  he  has 
bad  no  wanner  admirers  than  some  conservative  orthodox 
Englishmen. 

A  bosom  friend  of  Michelet,  and  his  compeer  in  the  attack  on 
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the  Jesuits,  was  Etfgar  Quinet,  who  was  bom  near  Bourg  in 
1803  and  died  in  1875.  He  was  brought  up  for  the 
most  part  at  his  country  home  in  a  retired  situation, 
where  he  early  showed  not  only  great  devotion  to  literature,  but  a 
curious  tendency  towards  philosophic  mysticism.  He  travelled  in 
Germany  when  young,  and  his  translation  of  Herder's  Pfuloiophie 
der  Geschichie  introduced  him  to  Cousin  and  gave  him  some  profit 
and  much  reputation.  He  was  sent  to  Greece  on  a  government 
mission,  and  after  a  time  received  a  professorship,  first  at  Lyons, 
and  then  at  Paris,  though  his  republicanism  did  not  recommend 
him.  He  was  an  active  supporter  of  the  Revolution  of  February, 
and  a  consistent  opponent  of  the  Empire,  during  whidi  he  remained 
in  exile.  Quinet's  works,  both  in  poetry  and  prose,  are  numerous. 
The  chief  are  a  great  prose  poem,  or  dramatic  allegory,  called 
Ahoiuerus,  1834,  a  work  on  the  early  French  epics  (insufficiently 
informed,  but  appreciative  and  enthusiastic),  Le  Gdnie  des  Reli'giom, 
1843  (^  series  of  discourses  full  of  the  widest  and  vaguest  gene- 
ralisation, but  stimulating  and  generous),  Let  Rioolulions  difalie. 
Merlin  tEnchanleur,  1861  (another  cudous  book  something  after 
the  fashion  of  Ahamerui),  a  nondescript  miscellany  on  history  and 
science  entitled  La  Creation,  1869,  and  Za  Revolution,  1865.  His 
poems  (in  verse)  are  Prom^llUe,  NapoUon,  Lts  Esclaves,  of  which 
the  first  and  last  are  dramatic  in  form.  His  style  and  thought 
were  strongly  tinged  with  mysticism,  and  with  a  singular  undog- 
matic  pietism,  as  well  as  with  strong  but  speculative  republicanism 
in  politics.  He  is  thus  not  a  historian  to  consult  for  facts  (though 
his  knowledge  both  of  history  and  literature  was  accurate  and 
wide),  but  an  inspiriting  generaliser  on  the  philosophy  of  history. 
Both  in  Michelet  and  in  Quinet,  especially  in  the  latter,  there  is  an 
afiectation  of  the  seer,  as  well  as  an  undue  fluency  of  language, 
and  an  absence  of  precision  in  form  and  place,  which  detract  from 
their  otherwise  high  literary  value.  The  collected  works  of  the 
first  exceed  fifty  volumes,  those  of  the  second  fill  nearly  thirty ;  and 
much  of  this  vast  total  is  ephemeral  in  interest  and  unchastcned  in 
form-  Although  neither  was  a  journalist,  both  exhibit  the  defects 
of  a  period  of  journalism,  and  in  Quinet's  case  some  have  held  that 
lilde  but  his  Lelltrs  will  survive. 
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The  last  of  the  greater  names  calling  for  mention  is  that  or 
Alejtis   At  Tocqueville,  who  was  born,  of  a  noble  ^ 

Norman  family,  at  Veraeuil,  in  1805.  Tocqueville 
was  educated  for  the  bar,  and  called  to  it  after  the  Restoration. 
But  after  the  revolution  of  July  he  exchanged  his  appointment  in 
the  magistracy  for  a  travelling  mission  to  America,  to  examine  the 
prisons  and  penitentiaries  of  the  United  States.  He,  however, 
studied  something  else  than  prisons,  and,  in  1835,  published  his 
famous  work  on  '  Democracy  in  America.'  He  married  an 
EngUshwoman,  and  soon  aflervards  entered  the  Chamber.  During 
the  Republic  he  occupied  positions  of  some  importance.  The 
Empire  dismissed  him  from  public  life,  but  gave  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  writing  His  second  great  book  on  the  Ancim  R/gime. 
His  health  was,  however,  weak,  and  he  died,  in  1859,  ^^  '^^' 
sumption.  The  characteristics  of  Tocqueville  as  a  historian  (or 
rather  as  a  philosophic  essayist  on  history)  are  great  purity  and 
clearness  of  style,  unusual  logical  power,  and  an  entire  absence  of 
prepossession.  He  is  one  of  the  few  historians  who  have  treated 
democracy  without  either  enthusiastic  love  for  it  on  the  one  hand, 
or  fanatical  dislike  and  fear  of  it  on  the  other;  and  his  two  books 
are,  and  are  likely  to  remain,  classics. 

A  very  rapid  survey  must  suffice  for  the  remainder  of  the  names 
in  this  division.  A.  de  Barante,  among  numerous  Minor 
other  works  of  merit,  is  best  known  by  a  careful  and  hiaUniaxa. 
detailed  history  of  the  Dukes  of  Burgundy,  which  has  also  con- 
siderable merits  of  historical  representation;  J,  A.  Buchon,  Petitot, 
J.  A.  Michaud,  and  J.  Poujoulat,  produced  invaluable  collections 
of  the  chronicles  and  memoirs  in  which  France  is  so  rich.  J,  J. 
Ampere  occupied  himself  chiefly  with  Roman  history,  and  with 
the  history  of  France  and  French  literature  in  the  Gallo-Roman 
time.  A.  fieugnot,  besides  other  work,  arranged  a  precious 
collection  of  feudal  law.  Emile  de  Bonnechose  wrote  a  good 
short  history  of  France.  Louis  Blanc  (an  important  actor  in  the 
Revolution  of  1848)  produced  an  elaborate  and  well-written 
history  of  the  Revolution  from  the  moderate  republican  side,  and 
afterwards  reprinted  from  newspapers  some  curious  letters  from 
Ingland  during  his  exile  here.    In  opposition  chiefly  to  Thiers, 
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P.  Lanfrey,  in  a  laborious  history  of  Napoleon,  entirely  ovenhrew 
the  Napoleonic  legend,  and  damaged,  it  would  seem  irreparably, 
the  character  of  its  hero.  Philippe  de  Sdgur  gave  a  history  of  the 
Russian  campaign  of  Napoleon.  Moriimer-TernauK  accomplished 
a  valuable  history  of  the  Terror.  M.  Henri  Martin  was  the  author 
of  the  only  recent  history  of  France  on  a  scale  which  challenges 
comparison  wiih  MicheleL  It  has  no  extraordinary  literary  merit 
and  its  author  was  something  of  a  partisan.  But  it  is  full,  sober, 
and  fairly  accurate.  Fustel  de  Coulanges  (1830-1889),  who 
founded  a  school  and  has  been  highly  eittolled  by  it,  first  dis- 
tinguished himself  in  1864  by  a  book  on  La  CiU  Antique,  and 
followed  it  up  by  other  studies  of  'Institutions'  ancient  and 
modem,  usually  learned  and  ingenious,  but  too  often  over- 
generalised.  The  Duke  d'Aumale  made  something  more  than 
a  mere  addition  to  the  works  of '  Royal  and  Noble  Authors '  in 
his  History  of  the  Princes  of  Cond^.  The  Duke  de  Broglie,  a 
politician,  upon  whom  the  political  changes  of  France  enforced 
political  retirement,  has  produced  a  series  of  historical  works  on 
the  18th  century  and  has  edited  the  interesting  memoirs  of  his 
fother,  the  patron  of  Guizot  M.  Ernest  Lavisse,  one  of  the  best  of 
living  French  historians,  has  also  busied  himself  wiih  i8lh  century 
history,  especially  that  of  Prussia.  Of  other  recent  memoirs  by 
far  the  most  remarkable,  whether  as  literature  or  history,  are  those 
of  Madame  de  R^musat,  mother  of  Charles  dc  R^musat,  who  died 
early  in  the  Restoration  period,  but  whose  memoirs  and  letters, 
not  pubhshed  till  after  her  son's  death  (but  already  referred  to 
here),  have  given  her  a  posthumous  reputation  hardly  inferior  to 
that  of  any  of  the  literary  ladies  before  her  and  not  likely  soon  to 
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It  has  seemed  desirable,  in  order  to  complete  this  book  fully 
according  to  its  title  without  going  beyond  that,  to  add  something  as 
to  some  writers  of  distinction  who,  though  belonging  almost  wholly 
to  the  nineteenth  century,  survived  it,  and  in  some  cases  did  remark- 
able work  for  more  or  fewer  years  of  the  twentieth.  Of  new- 
comers it  has  not  (see  Pre/act)  seemed  necessary  to  say  anything ; 
and  it  is  in  no  discourteous  or  neglectful  spirit  that  some  who  still 
survive  and  have  done  not  contemptible  work,  beginning  it  late  in 
the  last  century,  are  here  passed  over.  The  maintenance  of  a 
definite  standpoint  is  one  of  the  most  valuable,  though  perhaps  not 
one  of  the  most  frequent,  things  in  historical  treatment ;  and  with 
every  hope  that  some  development  parallel  to  that  which  followed 
1815  may  follow  1915,  we  may  lay  it  down  that  none  such  has  as 
yet  made  its  appearance. 

Little  need  be  added  to  what  has  been  said  above  on  the  Posl- 
Naturali^t  developments  in  poetry,  some  of  which  have  been  glanced 
at.  The  attempt  to  install  M.  Sully  Prudhomme  in  the  vacant 
position  of  'first  poet,'  which  has  been  noticed  continued  over  the 
century  line ;  but  was  put  an  end  to  by  his  death  in  1907.  Fran90is 
Copp^e,  his  less  ambitious  but  more  natural  contemporary,  followed 
him  next  year,  while  the  next  again(i909)  saw  the  deaths  of  Catulle 
Mendfes  (whose  varied  literary  career  had  been  crowned  by  an 
exceedingly  valuable  survey,  for  official  purposes,  of  the  lalei-  French 
poetry  of  the  nineteenth  centurj'),  and  of  the  dramatist  Sardou, 
who  had  never  recovered  the  light  and  fleeting  reputation 
usually  granted  to  those  of  his  profession  who  are  not  poets.  Yet 
another  year  and  M.  Jean  Mor6as,  whom  we  have  mentioned  as 
representative  of  a  rather  larger  group  of  experimental  versifiers  in 
various  schools,  followed  these,  as,  ten  years  eadier,  in  the  closing 
years  of  the  nineteenth  century  itself,  Albert  Samain,  a  musical 
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enough  writer  ofno  particular  sect  much  praised  by  some  for  a  time, 
had  preceded  them  ail.  In  drama  M.  Pailieron  had  quitted  a  world 
sufTering  perhaps  not  less  from  ennui,  but  not  by  his  fault,  in  1899. 

More  important  than  any  of  these  in  relation  to  the  history  of 
the  department  concerned,  and  as  the  death  of  a  man  of  disputable 
merits  but  undoubted  mark,  was  the  fatality  which  put  an  end  to 
M.  Zola's  life  in  1903.  He  had  been  for  some  time  before  the  event 
— which  was  of  a  singular  nature  and  took  place  in  exile — more 
famous  for  his  enthusiastic  defence  of  the  unpopular  side  in  the  too 
notorious  Dreyfus  case  than  even  for  his  novels.  But  these  latter 
had  tost  none  of  that  quality  of  tapage  or  '  sensation '  which  has 
been  attributed  to  them  above.  He  completed  his  series  oiLes  Trois 
Villes  with  Roim,  and  then  began  another  of  the  most  ambitious 
character — Lis  Quatre  Evattgiles,  of  which  he  only  lived  to  com- 
plete three,  Ficondili,  Travail,  and  V&il/,  the  last  appearing 
actually  after  his  death.  It  was  concerned  with  a  transparent 
double  of  the  Dreyfus  case  itself,  the  circumstances  being  tinged 
with  characteristic  grime;  the  gospel  oi F^condile'lay  in  its  double 
application  of  the  command  to  increase  and  multiply  both  to  chil- 
dren and  to  food  for  them  ;  that  of  Travail  in  an  attack  on  Capital 
and  defence  of  Labour,  but  with  a  plea  (not  exactly  to  '  Labour's ' 
taste)  for  labour-saving  machinery. 

In  these  three  obscure  and,  as  they  have  been  called, '  apocalyptic ' 
books  there  is  no  loss  of  power;  indeed,  it  may  be  doubted 
whether  the  author  had  ever  previously  shown  so  much.  But  they 
also  showed,  if  not  a  complete,  a  very  serious  loss  of  guiding  facul^. 
The  propensity  to  inconvenient  subject  and  treatment  increases ;  the 
mania  for  detail,  technical  and  other,  increases  likewise ;  and  the 
inability  to  indicate  definite  character  or  to  discipline  the  abundance 
of  this  detail  into  a  satisfactory  story,  is  most  prominent  of  all. 
Yet  perhaps  no  book  of  Zola's,  offensive  as  these  are  in  some  ways, 
reconciles  the  critical  reader  more  to  him,  as  showing  thai  he  had 
a  certain  kind  of  poetic  quality,  although  it  was  terribly  mal- 
administered.  The  chief  novelist  whose  death  followed  his  more 
or  less  closely  and  had  done  remarkable  work  earlier  was- 
M.  Andr^  Theuriet  (d.  1907). 

The  main  loss  in  criticism, and  a  very  heavy  onp,  of  the  earlier  years 
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of  the  century  was  (in  1906)  M.  Brunetifere,  of  whose  work  a  sufficient 
account  has  been  given  above.  His  conservative  instincts,  as  was 
natural,  strengthened  themselves  in  his  later  years,  and  to  some 
extent  limited  in  direction,  though  they  never  damaged  in  quality, 
his  critical  faculties,  M.  Edouard  Rod,  critic  and  novelist,  died 
three  years  later.  Of  writers  who  did  not  reach  1900,  but  who  were 
not  noticed  in  the  main  text,  two,  for  different  reasons,  may  be 
touched  upon  here.  One,  to  be  mentioned  wholly  for  honour 
though  he  had  some  crotchets  and  might  have  had  more  knowledge, 
was  a  remarkable  critic  who  died  thirty  years  ago,  but  was  very 
'  little  known  even  in  France  till  after  his  death,  Ernest  HeUo(i8a8- 
1885).  Hislife  was  short,  and  troubled  hy  disease;  he  was  a  militant 
Catholic  of  the  Veuillot  type,  and  he  used  equally  violent  language 
about  Victor  Hugo  and  Shakespeare.  But  he  admired  both :  and 
his  cridcat  faculty,  disengaged  from  uncritical  prejudices,  was  of  the 
most  unusual  quality.  On  the  other  hand,  M.  Henri  Becque 
(?-i899),  who  for  some  time  before  and  after  his  death  was  hailed 
as  a  restorer  of  the  French  theatre,  left  a  series  of  plays  of  which  it  is 
hardly  too  much  to  say  that  they  have  no  literary  quality  whatever. 
But  this  quality  existed  abundantly  in  a  third  writer,  who  died  much 
more  recently,  but  whose  work  had  attracted  little  notice  till  shortly 
before  his  death.  This  was  Augusie  AngeHier  (1848-1911),  who 
belonged  to  no  school  in  poetry  and  whose  poems  were,  for  a  time, 
very  liltte  read  outside  France  or  even  in  it,  but  who  possessed  per- 
haps a  more  genuine  poetical  faculty  than  any  poet — with  the  possible 
exceptions  of  MM.  Pnidhomme  and  Copp^e — who  was  alive  in  1 900. 
The  excusableness  and  indeed  the  desirableness  of  cutting  the 
main  history  short  at  the  last  year  of  the  century  may  be  almost 
sufficiently  seen  from  this  short  necrology  of  the  first  decade  which 
followed.  No  one  of  the  names  it  contains  can  be  said  by  any 
impartial  critic  to  be  one  of  absolutely  the  first  class ;  only  M.  Zola 
could  under  any  estimate  or  calculus  pretend  to  that  class.  Com- 
pare the  fact  with  the  resulls  obtainable  from  applying  a  similar 
process  to  the  last  three  decades  of  the  preceding  age,  and  the  lesson 
must  be  clear.  The  twenlieth  century  has  the  stage  to  itself ;  all 
good  wishes  attend  it;  but  the  history  of  its  work  may  be  left  to 
future  historians, 
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SUMMARY   OF   NINETEENTH    CENTURY   LITEKATURE. 

In  drawing  up  a.  sumtnar]'  of  Mineteenih  Century  Literature  in 
France  half  the  matter  may  be  said  to  be  hardly  in  serious  dispute ; 
aE  to  the  other  half,  authorities  are  in  some  disagreement.  Although 
from  time  to  time  paradox,  sometimes  youthful,  sometimes  not, 
endeavours  to  behtde  the  importance  of  '  1830,'  or  in  other  words 
of  the  Romantic  movement  which  began  ten  or  fifteen  years  before 
that  date  and  reached  concentration  if  not  culmination  in  1830 
itself,  no  literary  historian  or  critic  who  combines  seriousness  with 
intelligence  has  ever  denied  that  the  first  half  of  the  century  is 
emphatically  and  for  all  time  identified  with  that  movement  in 
France,  We  have  seen  already,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  recapitu- 
late at  any  great  length,  what  it  was,  what  it  did,  and  who  took  part 
in  it.  We  have  seen  that  it  was  above  all  things,  though  it  was 
also  a  process  of  innovation  in  some  ways  and  reaction  in  others, 
a  process  of  simple  expansion — that  the  entirely  arbitrary  and 
unnatural  swaddling-bands  which  had  been  imposed  on  French 
literature  in  the  century  preceding  (partly  because  the  chief  activity 
of  the  nation  was  then  occupied  in  other  ways,  and  latterly  because 
there  was  a  notable  dearth  of  literary  genius)  were  burst  and  thrown 
away.  We  have  seen  how  it  led  10  an  immense  development 
and  variety  in  strictly  poetic  production,  how  it  completely  re- 
organised drama,  created  almost  entirely  new  kinds  of  novel,  found 
vent  in  the  most  remarkable  critical  literature'  that  had  yet  been 
seen, and  in  varying  ways,  but  with  the  same  general  spirit,  impressed 
itself  upon  all  departments  of  literature.  In  the  course  of  this 
process  of  expansion  the    language  received  very  large  positive 
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accretions  as  well  as  new  uses  and  fashions ;  and  these  accretions, 
which  naturally  have  more  effect  upon  prose  than  on  poetry,  have 
altered  French  prose  even  more  decidedly  than  the  verse  and  the 
drama  to  which  the  movement  at  first  addressed  itself.  Tt  will  also 
have  been  seen  Chat  one  main  result  of  the  movement  was  to  assimi- 
late French  much  more  10  other  languages  and  other  literatures 
than  had  hitherto  been  the  case.  The  French  i8th  century  had 
indeed  by  no  means  entirely  neglected  foreign  literatures;  and 
it  had  even  bestowed  especial  attention  upon  English.  But  there 
had  always  been  a  feeling,  tacit  or  expressed,  that  France  had 
nothing  to  learn  from  any  other  nation  in  point  of  literary  form. 
Now  the  Romantics  went  for  subjects,  for  styles,  for  literary  Itinds 
as  well  as  for  words,  and,  as  far  as  they  dared,  for  prosody,  to 
England  and  Spain,  to  Germany  and  Italy,  and  even  to  the  Straits 
of  Malacca. 

More  than  half  the  preceding  book,  however,  is  only  an  exposition 
of  these  things  at  such  length  as  was  possible,  and  it  need  not  be 
repeated  save  in  the  shortest  but  exactest  of  summaries.  The 
Romantic  movement  immensely  strengthened  French  poetry,  pro- 
duced French  prose  at  its  best  of  a  higher  and  more  varied  kind 
than  had  ever  been  known,  lowered  the  excellence  of  average 
prose  in  perhaps  an  almost  compensating  degree,  widely  enlarged 
the  range  of  kinds  open  to  the  practitioner,  but  left  him  much  more 
dependent  on  his  individual  genius,  and  less  able,  by  observing  con- 
secrated rules,  to  turn  out  work  of  a  certain  average  perfection 
in  the  kinds  commonly  attempted. 

So  far  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion,  or  none  that  requires 
more  serious  attention  than  is  due  to  such  statements  as  that '  Hugo 
n'existe  pas,'  or  that  Gautier  is  an  obsolete  curiosity  of  literature. 
But  in  regard  to  the  second  half  of  the  century,  and  to  the  literary 
characteristics  of  it,  there  is  more  difference  of  competent  and 
expert  opinion.  It  is  not  uncommon  to  hold  not  merely  that 
about  the  close  of  the  reign  of  Louis  Philippe  or  the  beginning  of 
the  Empire  the  original  force  of  Romanticism  proper  was  spent, 
but  that  a  distinct  reaction  of  the  kind  later  known  as  Naturalism 
set  in,  with  the  tendency  championed  by  Taine  and  others  to 
materialism  instead  of  ideali^^m  in  philosophy,  and  to '  psychological,' 
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'  realist,' and  otberformsofactualobservatJoninpoetry,  drama,  and 
fiction  :  the  representatives  of  this  being  in  different  ways  Flaubert, 
Baudelaire,  the  Goncourts,  Dumas  fih,  and  even,  in  so  far  as  his 
careful  depicting  of  foreign  countries  went,  Gautier.  And  those  who 
hold  this  would  write  'Naturalism'  as  the  ticket  of  1860-1900, 
allomng  'Romanticism'  to  be  that  of  1820-1860.  In  reply  to  this 
several  things  have  to  be  observed.  First,  that  the  unquestioned 
leader  of  French  literature  till  his  death  so  recently  as  1885  was 
Victor  Hugo,  and  that  although  there  might  be  the  usual  attempts 
at  revolt  there  was  no  real  rejection  of  his  influence,  which  was 
to  the  last  Romantic  and  purely  Romantic.  Secondly,  that  the 
greatest  mui  of  letters  of  the  second  generation,  Flaubert,  though 
claimed  by  Realists  and  Naturalists,  and  though  himself  indulging 
in  some  scoffs  at  the  men  of  1830,  is  admitted  by  almost  all  good 
critics  to  be  Romantic  to  the  core.  Thirdly,  that  in  all  the  so-called 
Naturalists  the  best  part  of  their  work  is  not  due  to  any  resilieiiM 
from  Romantic  principles,  but  the  reverse. 

There  is,  however,  a  stronger  and  more  decisive  consideration 
than  any  of  these,  and  this  is  that  all  characteristics  of  the  literature 
of  the  second  half  of  the  century  which  are  of  the  slightest  import- 
ance were  present  in  the  first.  They  were  present  as  part  of  that 
revolt  against  classical  rales  and  conventions  which  formed  the 
most  characteristic  part  of  Romanticism  itself,  and  of  which  there 
has  been  no  reversal.  The  worst  tendencies  of  Naturalism  as  well 
as  the  best,  the  preference  for  garbage  as  well  as  the  observation 
of  nature,  the  pessimism  and  the  preciousness,  the  analyus  and  the 
psychol(^,  are  present  in  1830  as  in  1880.  Only — and  this  is  where 
the  opportunity  of  fallacy  undoubtedly  comes  in — what  had  been 
in  the«arlier  time  part  of  the  general  revolt,  of  the  general  search 
for  something  new  and  free  and  unconventional,  took  in  these 
special  respects  during  the  later  a  more  distinct  character  of  theory 
and  '  pose.'  To  which  it  may  be  added  that  as  the  genial  force 
of  the  century  died  down  (and  such  a  dying  down  can  hardly  be 
denied  in  the  second  generation  as  compared  to  the  first,  much 
less  in  the  third  as  compared  to  the  second)  theory,  pose, 
exaggeration,  systematised  eccentricity,  became  more  and  more 
necessary  to  supply  what  was  lacking. 
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At  any  rate — whether  it  be  preferred  to  divide  the  time  sharply 
between  Romanticism  and  Naturalism,  or  rather  to  see  in  the 
Naturalist  side,  which  is  izi  from  being  the  whole,  of  the  later 
production,  a  debased,  exaggerated,  and  distorted  form  of  Roman- 
ticism itself — history  has  confirmed  prophecy  in  declaring  that  the 
force  of  Naturalism  itself  was  spent  by  1900,  and  that  nothing  has 
taken  its  place  in  the  shape  of  a  dominant  movement  supported  by 
imposing  idiosyncrasies.  Schools  of  poetry,  so  called,  arose  but 
no  great  poet;  the  immense  production  of  novels  was  not  arrested, 
but  nO  Dumas  on  the  one  side  and  no  Balzac  on  the  other  appeared. 
Drama  and  the  more  serious  prose  forms  told  the  same  tale.  Only 
criticism  had,  if  not  exactly  a  renaissance  (for  it  had  never  died 
dqwn),  3  fresh  and  vigorous  growth;  and  criticism,  though  it 
sometimes  accompanies,  more  frequently  succeeds  great  creative 
periods ', 

These  symptoms  are  the  symptoms,  if  literary  diagnosis  is  posuble 
at  alt,  of  ebb-tide,  or  of  the  interval  between  ebb  and  flood  in 
liCeramre.  It  is  no  business  of  the  literary  historian,  though  it  may  be 
an  allowable,  healthful,  and  agreeable  exercise  for  the  literary  critic, 
to  attempt  to  prophesy  the  length  of  that  interval  or  the  period  when 
the  tide  will  again  flow.  It  is  the  business  of  the  literary  historian 
to  record  the  facts. 

And,  while  those  ^ts,  as  far  as  the  history  of  the  century  goes, 
have  been  pointed  out  to  the  best  of  this  historian's  ability,  he  is  also 
entitled  to  point  out  that,  in  more  than  the  fact  that  we  have 
already  witnessed  the  close  of  a  chronological  period,  there  are 
at  least  strong  dgns  of  our  being  near  to  the  end  of  a  literary 
one.  That  literary  period  has  been  ftuitful  as  few  have  been,  and 
more  full  of  incident  and  achievement  than  almost  any  other  of 
the  same  length  in  France.  To  some  extent  and  in  some  kinds — 
especially  poetry,  criticism,  and  prose  fiction — it  has  altered  for  the 
greater  and  better,  not  merely  the  total  achievement  of  French,  but 

>  Some  illustnttions  of  these  reroBiks  will  be  fonnd  in  the  two  Prt/actt  aod 

in  the  Postscrift  immediately  preceding. 
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its  relative  position  as  regards  other  languages  and  literatures.  It 
has  been  hinted,  both  in  this  place  and  elsewhere,  that  in  some 
respects,  in  some  of  the  qualitications  which  in  the  concluding 
chapter  will  be  specified  as  peculiar  to  the  literature  as  a  whole,  there 
has  not  been  quite  the  same  effect — that  France  in  gaining  exotic 
gifts  has  perhaps  allowed  her  domestic  and  patrimonial  estate 
in  literature  to  remain  a  little  unimproved,  even  to  go  a'  little  to 
waste.  But  the  gains  have  far  exceeded  the  losses ;  the  balance 
is  altogether  to  credit ;  and  the  period  may  go  to  rest  with  the 
full  consciousness  of  having  done  its  duty.  It  is  not  at  all  impos- 
sible that  in  the  immediate  or  at  least  the  near  future  there  may  be 
something  of  a  return  to  that  comparative  unity  of  European  litera- 
ture, that  absence  of  sharp  national  divisions,  which  existed  to  some 
extent  in  theMiddle  Ages,and  was  interrupted,  partly  byeccleaiaslical, 
partly  by  political  causes,  at  and  after  the  Renaissance.  But  so  long 
as  the  separate  national  literary  productions  of  separate  centuries 
are  regarded  by  themselves,  t^e  French  literature  of  the  t9th 
century  will  have  one  of  the  most  distinct  places  among  them,  and 
one  not  far  from  the  highest. 


d=,Googk' 


CONCLUSION. 

In  the  five  books  of  this  History  the  leader  has,  it  is  believed, 
before  him  a  sufficient  though  necessarily  brief  description  of  the 
various  men  and  works  whereof  knowledge  is  desirable  to  enable 
him  to  perceive  the  main  outlines  of  the  course  of  French  litera- 
ture. In  the  inter-chapters  some  attempt  has  been  made  to  sum 
up  the  general  phenomena  of  that  literature  as  distinguished  from 
its  particular  accomplishments  during  the  chief  periods '  of  its 
development  Beyond  this  neither  the  scale  of  the  book,  nor  its 
plan  as  indicated  in  the  preface,  has  permitted  of  indulgence  in 
generalising  criticism.  But  it  has  been  suggested  by  authorities 
whose  competence  is  not  disputable  that  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  summary  of  these  summaries,  pointing  out  briefly  the  general 
history,  accomplishments,  and  peculiarities  of  the  French  tongue  in 
its  literary  aspect  during  the  ten  centuries  of  its  existence,  is  re- 
quired, if  only  for  the  sake  of  a  symmetrical  conclusion.  It  may 
be  urged  on  the  other  side  that  the  history  of  literature — like  all 
other  histories,  and  perhaps  more  than  all  other  histories — is  never 
really  complete,  and  that  there  is  consequently  some  danger  in 
attempting  at  any  given  time  to  treat  it  as  finished.  He  must  have 
been  a  miraculously  acute  critic  who,  if  he  had  attempted  such 
ireatmentofthepresent  subject  about  the  year  1815  or  earlier,  would 
not  have  found  his  results  ludicrously  falsified  by  the  event  but 
few  years  afterwards.  But  this  drawback  only  applies  to  general- 
isation of  the  pseudo-scientific  kind  which  attempts  to  predict :  it 
can  be  easily  guarded  against  by  attending  to  the  strict  duties 
of  the  historian  and,  without  attempting  to  speak  of  the  future, 
dealing  only  with  the  actually  accomplished  past. 

The  first  thing,  and  perhaps  the  most  important  thing,  which 
must  strike  anyone  who  looks  upon  French  literature  as  a  whole, 
is  that,  taking  ail  conditions  together,  it  is  the  most  complete 
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example  of  a  regularly  and  independently  developed  national  litera- 
\  lure  that  presents  itself  anywhere.  It  is  no  doubt  inferior  in  the 
point  of  independence  to  Greek,  but  then  it  has  a  much  longer 
course,  considered  as  the  exponent  of  national  character.  It  has 
a  shorter  course  than  English,  and  it  is  not  more  generally  exposi- 
tory of  national  characteristics;  but  then  it  is  for  a  great  part  of 
that  course  infinitely  more  independent  of  foreign  inQuences,  and, 
unlike  English,  it  has  scarcely  any  breaks  or  dead  seasons  in  its 
record.  Compared  with  Latin  (which  as  a  literature  may  be  said 
to  be  entirely  modelled  on  Greek)  it  is  exceptionally  original: 
compared  with  Spanish  and  Italian  it  has  been  exceptionally  long- 
lived  and  hale  in  its  life  :  compared  with  German  it  was  exception- 
ally early  in  attaining  the  full  possession  of  its  faculties.  Just  as 
(putting  aside  minor  and  somewhat  pedantic  considerations)  no 
country  in  Europe  has  so  long  and  so  independenUy  developed  a 
political  history,  so  in  none  has  literary  history  developed  itself 
more  independently  and  for  a  longer  space  of  continuous  time. 
No  foreign  invasion  sensibly  affects  the  French  tongue;  no  foreign 
influence  sensibly  alters  the  course  of  French  literature.  It  has 
been  shown  at  intervals  during  this  history  how  little  direct  influ- 
ence classical  models  had  on  the  original  forms  of  literature  in 
France,  how  completely  German  and  Celtic  contributions  of  sub- 
ject were  assimilated,  how  the  Provencal  examples  of  form  were 
rather  independently  followed  than  literally  or  slavishly  adopted. 
The  dawn  or  rather  the  twilight  of  the  Renaissance  seemed  to 
threaten  a  more  powerful  and  dangerous  admixture.  But  the  native 
geniusof  the  language  triumphed,  and  finally,  in  the  Pl^iade  reforms, 
reduced  to  harmlessness  the  Rh^toriqueur  innovations  and  the  simul- 
taneous danger  of  Italianising.  The  criticism  of  Malherbe,  harm- 
ful in  some  ways,  served  as  a  counterpoise  to  the  danger  of  Spanish 
influence  which  was  considerable  in  the  early  years  of  the  seven- 
teenth century,  and  by  the  eighteenth  the  idiosyncrasy  of  French 
was  so  strong  that,  great  as  was  the  effect  successively  produced 
by  English  and  by  German,  it  was  unable  to  do  more  than 
slightly  modify  French  literature  itself.  Yet  again  the  singular 
abrapntia  of  French  may  be  seen  by  turning  from  its  general  accom- 
plishments at  different  times  to  its  particular  forms.    No  one  of 
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tbese  was  directly  adopted  from  any  foreign,  not  even  fTOm  any 
classical  example,  witli  the  doubtful  eSiception  of  the  classical 
tragedy.  The  French  made  their  own  epic,  their  own  lyric,  their 
own  comic  and  miscellaneous  drama.  They  may  be  said  almost 
to  have  invented  the  peculiar  and  striking  kind  of  history  called 
the  memoir,  which  has  characteristics  distinguishing  it  radically 
from  the  classical  commentary.  They  apparently  invented  the 
essay,  and  though  they  only  borrowed  the  beast-fable,  they  are 
entitled  to  the  credit  of  having  seen  in  it  the  germ  of  the  short 
verse  tale  which  has  no  direct  moral  bearing.  All  the  nations 
of  Europe,  so  to  speak,  sent  during  the  middle  ages  their  own  raw 
material  of  subject  to  be  worked  up  by  French  or  French-speaking 
men  into  literary  form.  France  therefore  gives  (next  to  Greece, 
and  in  some  respects  even  before  Greece)  the  most  instructive 
and  trustworthy  example  extant  of  the  chronology  and  order 'of 
spontaneous  literary  development — first  poetry,  then  drama,  then 
prose :  in  poetry,  6rsf  epic,  then  lyric,  then  didactic  and  miscellaneous 
verse :  in  drama,'first  ceremonial  and  litUrgic  pieces,  then  comedy, 
then  artificial  tragedy :  in  prose,  first  history,  then  miscellaneous 
work,  and  lastly  artificial  and  elaborate  fiction.  It  is  a  curious  and 
somewhat  complex  phenomenon  that  the  cycle  which  began  with 
verse  fiction  should  apparently  end  with  ficdon  in  prose,  but  the 
foregoing  pages  will  have  shewn  sufficiently  bow  dangerous  it 
would  be  to  generalise  from  this. 

One  thing  however  may  be  safely  concluded  from  the  mere  &cl 
of  this  remarkable  resistance  to  foreign  influence,  or  lather  from 
the  still  more  remarkable  power  of  assimilation  which  this  resist- 
ance implies.  The  literature  which  has  been  able  to  exert  both 
must  have  very  strongly  marked  general  characteristics  of  its  own. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  French  literature  has  these  characteristics ;  and 
a  brief  enumeration  and  description  of  them  may  complete,  more 
appropriately  than  anything  else  could  do,  the  survey  of  its  history. 
French  literature,  notwithstanding  the  revolution  of  fifty  years  ago, 
is  generally  and  rightly  held  to  be  the  chief  representative  among 
the  greater  European  literatures  of  the  classical  rather  than  the 
romantic  spirit  It  is  therefore  necessary  to  define  what  is  meant 
by  these  much  controverted  terms;  and  the  definition  which  besl 
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expresses  the  news  of  the  present  writer  is  one  somewhat  nKxEfied 
from  the  definition  given  by  Heine.  The  terms  classic  and 
romantic  apply  to  treatment  not  to  subject,  and  the  difference  is 
that  the  treatment  is  clas^c  when  the  .idea  's  represented  as  directly 
and  with  as  exact  an  adaptation  of  form  as  possible,  while  it  is 
romantic  when  the  idea  is  left  to  the  reader's  faculty  of  divination 
as^sted  only  by  suggestion  and  symbol.  Of  these  two  modes  of 
treatment  France  has  always  inclined  to  the  classic :  during  at 
least  two  centuries,  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth,  she  relied  upon  ■ 
it  almost  wholly.  But  the  fertility  of  her  mediaeval  and  Renais- 
sance literature  in  strictly  romantic  examples,  and  the  general 
tendency  of  the  literature  of  the  nineteenth  century,  have  shewn  a 
romantic  foculty  inferior,  but  only  inferior,  to  the  classical.  To 
illustrate  this  statement  by  a  contrast,  it  may  be  pointed  out  that 
in  Greek  the  romantic  element  is  almost  in  abeyance,  while  in 
English  all  without  exception  of  our  greatest  masterpieces  have 
been  purely  romantic  Or  to  put  the  matter  in  ,yet  other  words, 
the  sense  of  the  vague  is,  among  authors  of  the  highest  rank, 
rarely  present  to  a  Greek,  always  present  to  an  Englishman,  and 
altnnately  present  and  absent,  but  oftener  absent,  to  a  Frenchman 

The  qualities  which  this  general  differentia  has  developed  in 
French  may  now  be  enumerated, 

The  first  is  a  great  and  remarkable  sobriefy.  It  is  true  that 
there  is  nothing  more  extravagant  than  an  extravagant  Frenchman, 
but  that  is  the  natural  result  of  reaction.  As  a  rule,  the  contribu- 
tions of  matter  which  France  received  so  abtmdandy  from  other 
nations  are  always  toned  and  sobered  by  her  in  their  literary  form- 
ation. The  main  materials  of  her  wonderful  mediaeval  literature 
of  fiction  were  furnished  by  Wales,  by  Germany,  and  by  the  East; 
all  of  them,  to  judge  by  the  later  but  more  or  less  independent 
handlings  which  we  have  from  indigenous  sources,  must  have 
teemed  with  the  supernatural  In  the  Chansons  de  Gestes,  in 
the  Arthurian  romances,  and  even  in  the  earlier  Romans  d'Aven- 
tures,  the  supernatural,  though  recognised  as  became  a  devout  age 
and  country,  is  yet  to  a  certain  extent  rationalised.  It  rarely 
obtrudes  itself,  and  it  still  more  rarely  presents  itself  with  exagger- 
ated   attributes.     A   continual   spirit  of  criticism   exhibits    itScU 
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throughout  French  literature;  it  always,  as  represented  by  its  most 
numerous  and  on  the  whole  most  famous  representatives,  tends  to 
order,  to  measure,  to  symmetry. 

The  next  characteristic  is  abundant  and  almost  superabundant 
wit.  The  terms  wit  and  humour  have  been  argued  over  even 
more  than  classical  and  romantic,  and  it  is  equally  impossible  to 
enter  into  the  controversy  here.  Suffice  it  to  say  that,  according 
to  the  most  salislactory  definition  of  humour  (thinking  in  jest  while 
feeling  in  earnest),  wit  might  be  defined  to  be  thinking  in  jest 
without  interrogating  the  consciousness  as  to  whether  the  feeling 
is  earnest  or  not.  At  a  very  early  period,  as  soon  indeed  as  the 
French  spirit  had  thoroughly  emerged  from  its  German-Latin- 
Celtic  swaddling  clothes,  this  faculty  of  half  reckless  thinking  in 
jest  made  its  appearance.  In  classical  literature  wit  is  notoriously 
absent  with  rare  exceptions  (Aristophanes  and  Lucian  being  almost 
the  only  ones  of  importance) ;  in  scarcely  any  other  modem  literature 
does  it  make  its  appearance  early.  But  it  shows  in  French  by  the 
twelfth  century,  and  it  increases  during  every  century  that  succeeds: 
while  joined  to  sobriety  it  begets  that  satirical  criticism,  which  is  so 
noteworthy  a  secondary  product  of  French. 

A  third  quality  closely  connected  with  the  two  former  but  not, 
like  satirical  criticism,  simply  derived  from  them,  is  the  dose 
aiiatiion  to  form  which  has  always  distinguished  French.  At  the 
present  time,  despite  the  great  advance  made  by  other  literatures 
and  a  certain  falling  off  in  itself,  French  prose  is  on  the  average 
suptcrioT  in  formal  merit  to  any  other  prose  written  in  a  modern 
language.  If  we  look  back  for  eight  hundred  years,  French  verse  is 
found  to  be  more  carefully  and  artistically  arranged  than  the 
corresponding  poetical  beginnings  of  any  other  European  country. 
In  the  excogitation  of  careful  rules  and  the  deft  carrying  out  of 
those  rules  no  literature  can  on  the  whole  approach  this  except 
Greek.  No  literature  therefore,  with  that  exception,  gives  so  much 
of  the  pleasure  which  is  given  by  the  spectacle  of  not  unreasonable 
di£Gculty  skilfully  overcome  in  a  game  which  is  well  played. 

A  fourth  merit  is  to  be  found  in  the  inveniiventss  of  Frenchmen 
of  letters.  In  no  literature  is  there  a  greater  variety,  and  in  none 
is  that  variety  so  obviously  the  effect  not  of  happy  blundering  but 
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of  oiganised  and  almost  scientific  development  of  the  possibilities 
of  art.  The  wonderful  fertility  with  vhich  the  early  Trouv^res 
handled  and  re-handled  the  motives  of  [he  Arthuiian  and  Carlovin- 
gian  legends  has  been  noticed ;  and,  as  a  very  different  but  comple- 
mentary instance,  the  surprising  success  and  variety  with  wiiich  a 
scheme  so  limited  as  that  of  the  classical  tragedy  was  applied, 
deserves  mentioD.  At  the  present  day  in  one  important  depart- 
ment of  literature  (the  drama)  inventiveness  is  almost  limited  to 
Frenchmen,  and  there  are  few  periods  of  their  present  history  at 
which  they  have  not  in  this  respect  led  the  van  in  one  department 
or  in  another. 

Yet  another  characteristic  must  be  noted,  which  is,  in  respect  to 
matter,  the  complement  of  the  already  mentioned  attention  to 
form.  This  is  the  singular  clearness  and  precision  with  which  not 
merely  the  greatest  Frenchmen  of  letters,  but  all  save  the  least,  are 
accustomed  to  put  their  meaning.  Whereas  the  two  great  classical 
languages,  from  the  licence  of  order  given  by  their  abundant 
inflections  and  complicated  syntax,  are  sometimes  enigmatic; 
whereas  German  notoriously  lends  itself  to  the  wrapping  up  of 
a  simple  meaning  in  a  cloud  of  words ;  whereas  English  seems 
to  encourage  those  who  use  it  not  indeed  to  obscurity  but  to 
desultoriness  and  beating  about  the  bush,  French  properly  used 
is  almost  automatically  clear  and  precise.  Rivarol's  somewhat 
sententious  conceit  that  the  French  language  has  a  'prabil^ 
attach^e  St  son  g^nie '  is  not  a  conceit  merely.  That  this  lucidity 
is  sometimes  accompanied  by  want  of  depth  is  quite  true,  but  it  is 
equally  true  that  it  is  often  mistaken  for  'a.  There  is  no  want  of 
depth  in  Descartes  or  in  Malebranche,  yet  there  are  no  clearer 
writers  in  the  whole  range  of  philosophic  literature. 

To  these  main  characteristics  others  which  are  in  a  way  corol- 
laries might  be  added,  such  as  urbanity,  ease,  ready  adaptation  to 
different  classes  of  subject,  and  the  like.  But  those  already  dwelt 
upon  are  the  principal,  and  they  have  sufficed  to  make  French,  as 
far  as  general  usefulness  and  interest  go,  the  best  vehicle  of  ex- 
pression in  prose  among  European  languages.  In  poetry  it  is 
not  quite  the  same.  Most  of  the  qualities  just  enumerated  are  in 
poetry  but  of  secondary  use,  some  of  them  are  almost  directly 
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unfavourable  to  the  vagueness,  the  indefinite  suggestion,  the 
'  making  the  common  uncommon,'  which  are  necessary  to  poetry. 
The  clearness  of  French  prose  has  a  tendency  to  become  colour- 
less in  French  poetry,  its  sobriety  turns  to  the  bald,  its  wit  to 
conceits  and  prettinesses,  its  inventiveness  to  an  undue  reliance 
on  complicated  devices  for  creating  an  artificial  attraction,  its  sense 
of  form  and  rule  to  dryness  and  lack  of  passion.  Moreover  the 
merely  sonorous  qualities  of  French  render  it  a  difficult  instrament 
for  the  production  of  varied  poetical  sounds.  It  is  almost  wholly 
destitute  of  quantity,  and  the  intonation  which  supplies  that  want 
is  of  such  a  kind  that  hardly  any  foot  but  the  iambus  is  possible 
in  it.  On  the  other  hand  its  terminations  admit  of  elaborate  and 
harmonious  rhymes  (indeed  French  poetry  without  rhyme  is  a 
practical  impossibility ),  and  the  abundance  of  mute  e  endings  has 
facilitated  the  adoption  of  an  artificial  source  of  variation  of  sound 
in  the  so-called  '  masculine  and  'feminine '  rhyming  which  is  in  lis 
perfection  almost  peculiar  to  the  language.  With  these  suds  and 
by  the  most  elaborate  attention  to  metre  and  euphony,  the  great 
poets  of  France  have  been  enabled  to  surmount  to  a  very  large 
extent  the  corresponding  difficulties  of  their  prosody.  But  they  have 
not  on  the  whole  been  equally  fortunate  in  surmounting  the  difli' 
culties  caused  by  the  very  genius  of  the  language— the  clear, 
sober,  critical  e/Aos  of  French.  This  is  an  enemy  to  mystery,  to 
vagueness,  to  what  may  be  called  the  twilight  of  sense — all  things 
more  or  less  necessary  to  the  highest  poetry.  It  will  not  I  think 
be  alleged  by  any  impartial  reader  of  this  book  that  its  author  is 
insensible  to  the  majesty  or  to  the  charm  of  French  verse.  But  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  admit  that  that  majesty  and  that  charm  are 
shewn  in  the  highest  degree  (in  the  degree  in  which  not  merely 
Aeschylus,  Shakespeare,  Shelley,  Heine,  shew  tbem,  but  many 
minor  names  in  Greek,  in  English,  and  in  German),  by  any  but  a 
very  few  Frenchmen,  and  by  these  in  more  than  comparatively  few 
places.  A  very  competent  and  obliging  French  critic  has  said 
that  it  is  impossible  for  any  Frenchman  to  agree  with  me  exactly 
in  my  estimate  of  La  Fontaine,  and  probably  there  is  no  better 
instance  than  La  Fontaine  of  the  fundamental  difference  of  con- 
ception of  poetry   which  corresponds   to  the  English  channel. 
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Inexhansiiblj  inventive,  fiilt  of  criCtcism  of  life,  a  master  of  har- 
monious language,  managing  rhythms  and  metres  with  a  skill 
only  the  more  artful  that  it  seems  so  artless.  La  Fontaine  yet  has 
too  little  of  dawn  or  sunset,  still  less  of  twilight  or  moonlight,  too 
much  of  the  light  of  common  day  to  deserve,  according  to  my 
estimate,  the  title  of  poet  in  the  highest  degree.  The  same  may 
be  said  of  most  other  French  poets  except  a  few  who  are  to  be 
found  almost  exclusively  in  the  middle  ages,  in  the  Renaissance,  and 
in  the  nineteenth  century.  Only  in  one  form  of  the  highest  poetry, 
the  passionate  declamation  which  is  in  eSect  oratory  of  the  most 
picturesque  kind,  France  has  never  been  wanting,  and  in  this  she 
has  for  half  the  time  been  mightily  helped  by  the  possession  of 
the  magnificent  Alexandrine  metre. 

'  At  the  close  of  the  eleventh  century  and  at  the  beginning  of 
the  twelfth  we  find  the  vulgar  tongue  in  France  not  merely  in  full 
organisation  for  literary  purposes,  but  already  employed  in  most  of 
the  forms  of  poetical  writing.  An  immense  outburst  of  epic  and 
narrative  verse  has  taken  place,  and  lyrical  poetry,  not  limited  as  in 
the  case  of  the  epics  to  the  north  of  France,  but  extending  from 
Roussillon  to  the  Pas  dc  Calais,  completes  this.  The  twelfth 
century  adds  to  these  earliest  forms  the  important  development  of 
the  mystery,  extends  the  subjects  and  varies  the  manner  of  epic 
verse,  and  begins  the  compositions  of  literary  prose  with  the 
chronicles  of  St.  Denis  and  of  Villehardouin,  and  the  prose  ro- 
mances of  the  Arthurian  cycle.  -  All  this  literature  is  so  far  con- 
nected purely  with  the  knightly  and  priestly  orders,  though  it  i& 
largely  composed  and  still  more  largely  dealt  in  by  classes  of  men, 
trouvferes  and  jongleurs,  who  are  not  necessarily  either  knigbis 
or  priests,  and  in  the  case  of  the  jongleurs  are  certainly  neither. 
With  a  possible  ancestry  of  Romance  and  Teutonic  canliUna, 
Breton  lais,  and  vernacular  legends,  the  new  literature  has  a 
certain  pattern  and  model  in  Latin  and  for  the  most  part  eccle- 

'  The  courtesy  of  Messrs.  A.  and  C.  Black  allows  me  to  repeat  the  following 
passage  &om  an  article  of  mine  in  the  EncycUtpaidta  BritaHnica.  For  this 
repetition  I  may  borrow  from  a  belter  writer  than  myself  the  encuse  that  a 
man  cannot  say  exactly  the  same  thing  in  two  difTeient  sets  of  woids  so  as  to 
pleue  liimself,  or  perhaps  othen. 


Conclusion.  6\f 

siastical  compodtioos.  It  has  the  sacred  books  and  the  legends 
of  the  saints  for  examples  of  narrative,  the  rhythm  of  the  hymns 
for  a  guide  to  metre,  and  the  ceremonies  of  the  chnrcb  for  a 
stimulant  to  dramatic  performance.  By  degrees  also  in  this 
twelfth  century  forms  of  literature  which  busy  themselves  with 
ihe  unprivileged  classes  begin  to  be  born.  The  &bhau  takes 
every  phase  of  life  for  its  subject;  the  folk-song  acquires  elegance 
and  does  not  lose  raciness  and  truth.  In  the  next  centary,  the 
thirteenth,  mediaeval  literature  in  France  arrives  at  its  zenith  and 
remains  there  until  the  first  quarter  of  the  fourteenth.  The  eariy 
epics  lose  something  of  their  savage  charm,  the  polished  Uterature 
of  Provence  quickly  perishes.  But  in  Ihe  provinces  wtiich  speak 
the  more  prevailing  tongue  nothing  is  wanting  to  literary  develop- 
ment The  language  itself  has  shaken  off  all  its  youthful  incapa- 
cities, and,  though  not  yet  well  adapted  for  the  requirements  of 
modem  life  and  study,  is  in  every  way  equal  to  the  demands  made 
upon  it  by  its  own  time.  The  dramatic  germ  contained  in  the 
fabliau  and  quickened  by  the  mystery  produces  the  profane  drama. 
Ambitious  works  of  merit  in  the  most  various  kinds  are  published; 
Aueassin  el  NicoUtU  stands  side  by  side  with  the  HUtoxre  de  Saint 
Louis,  the  feu  de  la  Ftuillit  with  the  Miracle  de  Thfophile,  the 
Roman  de  la  Rose  with  the  Roman  du  Rmari.  The  earliest  notes 
of  ballade  and  rondeau  are  heard ;  endeavours  are  made  with  zeal, 
and  not  always  without  understanding,  to  naturalise  the  wisdom  of 
the  ancients  in  France,  and  in  the  graceful  tongue  that  France 
possesses.  Romance  in  prose  and  verse,  drama,  histoiy,  songs, 
satire,  oratory,  and  even  erudition,  are  all  represented  and  repre- 
sented worthily.  Meanwhile  all  nations  of  Western  Europe  have 
come  to  France  for  their  literary  models  and  subjects,  and  the 
greatest  writers  m  English,  German,  Italian,  content  themselves 
with  adaptations  of  Chretien  de  Troyes,  of  Benoist  de  Sainte  More, 
and  of  a  hundred  other  known  and  unknoun  trouv^res  and  fabu- 
lists. But  this  age  does  not  last  long.  The  language  has  been 
put  to  all  the  uses  of  which  it  is  as  yet  capable;  those  uses  in  their 
sameness  begin  to  pall  upon  reader  and  hearer;  and  the  enormous 
evils  of  the  civil  and  religious  state  reflect  themselves  inevitably  in 
literature.    The  old  (ornis  die  out  or  are  prolonged  only  in  half- 
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lifeless  travesties,  Tiie  brilliant  colouring  of  Froissart,  and  the 
graceful  science  of  ballade-  and  rondeau-writers  like  Lesciirel  and 
Deschamps,  alone  maintain  the  literary  reputation  of  the  time. 
Towards  the  end  of  ihe  fourteenth  century  the  translators  and 
political  writers  Import  many  terms  of  art,  and  strain  the  language 
to  uses  for  which  it  is  as  yet  unhandy,  though  at  the  beginning  of 
the  next  age  Charles  d'Ori^ans  by  his  natural  grace  and  the  virtue 
of  the  forms  he  used,  emerges  from  the  mass  of  writers.  Through- 
out the  fifteenth  century  the  process  of  enriching  or  at  least  in- 
creasing the  vocabulary  goes  on,  but  as  yet  no  organising  hand 
appears  to  direct  the  process.  Villon  stands  alone  in  merit  as  m 
peculiarity.  But  in  this  time  dramatic  literature  and  the  literature 
of  the  floating  popular  broadsheet  acquire  an  immense  extension- 
all  or  almost  all  the  vigour  of  spirit  being  concentrated  in  the 
rough  farce  and  rougher  lampoon,  while  all  the  literary  skill  is 
engrossed  by  insipid  ryiorigueurs  and  pedants.  Then  comes  the 
grand  upheaval  of  the  Renaissance  and  the  Reformation.  An 
immense  influx  of  science,  of  thought  to  make  the  science  living, 
of  new  terms  to  express  the  thought,  takes  place,  and  a  band  of 
literary  workers  appear  of  power  enough  to  master  and  get  into 
shape  the  turbid  mass.  Rabelais,  Amyot,  Calvin,  and  Herberay 
fashion  French  prose;  Marot,  Ronsard,  and  Regnier  refashion 
French  verse.  The  Pldiade  introduces  the  drama  as  it  is  to  be 
and  the  language  that  is  to  help  the  drama  to  express  itsel£ 
Montaigne  for  the  first  time  throws  invention  and  originality  into 
some  other  form  than  verse  or  than  prose  Action.  But  by  the  end 
of  the  century  the  tide  has  receded.  The  work  of  arrangement 
has  been  but  half  done,  and  there  are  no  master  spirits  left  to 
complete  it  At  this  period  Malherbe  and  Balzac  make  their 
appearance.  Unable  to  deal  with  the  whole  problem,  they  deter- 
mine to  deal  with  part  of  it,  and  to  reject  a  portion  of  the  riches 
of  which  they  feel  themselves  unfit  to  be  stewards.  Balzac  and 
his  successors  make  of  Frenth  prose  an  mstrument  faultless  and 
admirable  in  precision,  ur.equalled  for  the  work  for  which  it  is  fit, 
but  unfit  for  certain  portions  of  the  work  which  it  was  once  able 
to  perform.  Malherbe,  seconded  by  Boileau,  makes  of  French 
verse  an  instrument  suited  only  for  the  purposes  of  the  drama  of 
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Euripides,  or  rather  of  Seneca,  with  or  without  its  chorus,  and 
for  a  certain  weakened  echo  of  that  chorus,  under  the  name  of 
lyrics.  No  French  verse  of  the  first  merit  other  than  dramatic 
is' written  for  two  whole  centuries.  The  drama  soon  comes  to  its 
acme,  and  during  the'  succeeding  time  usually  maintains  itself  at  a 
fairly  high  level  until  the  death  of  Voltaire.  But  prose  lends  itself 
to  almost  everything  that  is  required  of  it,  and  becomes  constantly 
a  inorc  and  more  perfect  instrument.  To  the  highest  efforts  of 
pathos  and  sublimity  its  vocabulary  and  its  arrangement  are  still 
unsuited,  though  the  great  preachers  of  the  seventeenth  century 
do  their  utmost  with  it  But  for  clear  exposition,  smooth  and 
^reeable  narrative,  sententious  and  pointed  brevity,  witty  repartee, 
it  soon  proves  itself  to  have  no  superior  and  scarcely  an  equal 
in  Europe.  In  these  directions  practitioners  of  the  highest  skill 
apply  it  during  the  seventeenth  century,  while  during  the  eighteenth 
its  powers  are  shown  to  the  utmost  of  their  variety  by  Voltaire, 
and  receive  a  new  development  at  the  hands  of  RousseaiL  Yet, 
on  the  whole,  it  loses  during  this  century.  It  becomes  more 
and  more  unSt  for  any  but  trivial  uses,  and  at  last  it  is  employed 
for  those  uses  only.  Then  occurs  the  Revolution,  repeating  the 
mighty  stir  in  men's  minds  which  the  Renaissance  had  given,  but 
at  first  experiencing  more  difficulty  in  breaking  up  the  ground  and 
once  more  rendering  it  fertile.  The  faulty  and  incomplete  genius 
•of  Chateaubriand  and  Madame  de  Stael  gives  the  first  evidence 
of  a  new  growth,  and  after  many  years  the  Romantic  movement 
completes  the  work.  That  movement  occupied  the  whole  of  two 
generations,  and,  though  at  the  close  of  the  second  its  force  may 
appear  to  be  spent,  the  results  remain,  and  no  new  movement  of 
real  importance  is  visible,  and  the  efforts  of  the  Romantics  them- 
selves have  been  crowned  with  an  almost  complete  regeneration  of 
letters,  if  not  of  language.  The  poetical  power  of  French  has  been 
once  more  triumphantly  proved,  and  its  producti\'enes3  in  all 
branches  of  literature  has  been  renewed,  while  in  that  of  prose 
fiction  there  has  been  almost  created  a  new  class  of  composition. 

Fmally,  we  may  sum  up  even  this  summary.  For  volume  and 
merit  taken  together  the  product  of  these  eight  centuries  of  litera- 
ture excels  that  of  any  European  nation,  though  for  individual 
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works  of  the  supremest  excellence  they  may  perhaps  be  asked 
in  vain.  No  French  writer  is  lifted  by  the  suffrages  of  other 
nations — the  onjy  criterion  when  sufficient  time  has  elapsed — 
to  the  level  of  Homer,  of  Shakespeare,  or  of  Dante,  who  reign 
alone.  Of  those  of  the  authors  of  France  *ho  are  indeed  of  the 
thirty  but  attain  not  to  the  first  three,  Rabelais  and  Molilre  alone 
unite  the  general  guETrage ;  and  this  fact  roughly  but  surely  points 
to  the  real  exceUence  of  the  literature  which  these  men  are  chtwen 
to  represent  It  is  great  in  all  ways,  but  it  is  greatest  on  the 
lighter  side.  The  house  of  mirth  is  more  suited  to  it  than  the 
house  of  mourning.  To  the  latter,  indeed,  the  language  of  the 
unknown  minstrel  who  told  Roland's  death,  of  him  who  gave 
utterance  to  Camilla's  wrath  and  desp^r,  and  of  him  who  in  our 
day  sang  how  the  mountain  wind  makes  mad  the  lover  who 
cannot  forget,  has  amply  made  good  its  tide  of  entrance.  But 
for  one  Frenchman  who  can  write  admirably  in  this  strain  there 
are  a  hundred  who  can  tell  the  most  admirable  story,  formulate 
the  most  pregnant  refiezion,  point  the  acutest  jest  There  is  thus 
no  really  great  epic  in  French,  few  great  tragedies,  and  those  im- 
perfect and  in  a  faulty  kind,  little  prose  like  Milton's  or  like  Jeremy 
Taylor's,  little  verse  (though  more  than  is  generally  thought)  like 
Shelley's  or  like  Spenser's.  But  there  are  the  most  delightful 
short  tales,  both  in  prose  and  in  verse,  that  the  world  has  ever 
seen,  the  most  polished  jewellery  of  reflexion  that  has  ever  been> 
wrought,  songs  of  incomparable  grace,  comedies  that  must  make 
men  laugh  so  long  as  they  are  laughing  animals,  and  above  all 
such  a  body  of  narrative  fiction,  old  and  new,  prose  and  verse,  as 
no  other  nation  can  show  for  art  and  for  originality,  for  grace  of 
workmanship  in  him  who  fashions,  and  for  certainty  of  delight  to 
him  who  reads. 
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Almanaeh  it  nat   Grandt  Hemoui, 

438. 
Ahiri,  380. 
Amadas  el  Idaim,  78. 
Amadis  of  Gaul,  109,  191,  193. 
Atnanis  Alagnifiguet,  184, 
Amerval,  Eloy  d'  (ijth  cent.),  poet, 

[44- 
Amis  il  Amilei,  11,  137-1$,  ig,  110. 

slorjrot,  13. 
Amphllryen,  284. 
kntrjot,  Jacques  (1513-1594),  trans- 

lator,  104-206,  iiS,  34a,  61S. 


Ancien  Th/dlrt  Frartfois,  95  seqq. 
Andttaia  PoStii!  Franfaisa,  If  3, 154. 
Andrienx.   Franfois  G.  J,  S.  (1750- 
1 833)  ,dr»matist  and  port,  375, 3M. 
Aitdmmaque,  374. 
Andramide,  370. 
Angellier,  Anguite  (l848-i9ii),po«, 

Attliocht,  Chanson  if,  16,  35,  40,  80. 

Aatiqaith  dt  Feme,  175. 

Antony,  508. 

Afologie  pattr  Hirodett,  138,  166. 

AJgenson,  Renfi  Louis  de  Voyer, 
Marquis d'(i694-i757),  memoir, 
writer,  414, 

Amauld,  A.  (1611-1694),  Port  Royal- 
ist, 309.  3 '  0.  M^- 

Arnaull,  A.V.  (1766-1834),  poet  and 
fabulist,  375. 


tale  of,  il 


longitis,  30,  133. 


Arthurian  Romances,  30-36,  38 

note,  611,  616. 
Arthurian  cycle,  French  order  of,  31, 

78- 
Romance),  spirit  and  literary  talue 

of,  34. 
comedy  of,  40. 
Arvers,  Filut  (1806-1851),  poet,  536. 
Astentth,  ISO. 
Assiies  de  f/rutalefn,  117. 
Assonance,  10,  S3. 
Astrie,  393,  394. 
^/Aa/K,374.  375,  177. 
Aubignae,  Franjois  Hedelin,  Abb*  d' 

(1604-1676),  dramalist,  novelist, 

and  critic,  165,  303. 
Aubiijni,   Aeripib    (f    (15J0-1630), 

poet  and  historian,  184, 185,  225, 

226,  319. 
Aucasiin  et  Nicalelte,  77,  lao,  617. 
Andefroy    le    Bastard   (liCh    cent), 

IrouT^te,  53. 
Angier,   E.   (1830-1SS9),   dramatist, 

S48,  549- 
Anlnoy,  Marie  C,  Cointesse  d'  (d. 

17JO),  lale-leller,  300. 


Balf,  Jean  AntiHDe   Ae  (1531-1591), 

poet,  igS,  170, 177, 1 78,  iSi,  19S. 

—  Lazare  de  (?-iS47),  traiislator,  igi. 

Balada,  38. 
Ballade,  Si. 
Ballade  itt  Damet  du  Temps  jadis, 

130- 
Baliac,  Uonorf  de  (1799-1850),  di>> 

TClist,  510-511,515,  607. 
Baliac,  Jean  Guez  de  (1594-1655), 

essayist   and    lelter-wriler,  317, 

3j8,6i8. 
BanTilie,  Th.  de  (b.  i8j3),  poet,  534, 

535.  554- 
Barbej-  d'AnriTilly,  J.  (b.  1808),  mi»- 

cellaocont  writer,  557. 
Batbier,  Angnste  (1805-1881),  poet, 

524- 
BarbUr  de  ShiilU,  534. 
Barlaam  and  Josaphat,  65. 
Baron  (164J-1719),  comic  writer  and 


Bastart  de  Bouillon,  t6,  So. 

Baade,  Henri  (1430-1495),  poet,  135. 

Baudelaire,  C.  (1831-1866),  poel  aad 

critic.  531-534,  606. 
Baudoutn  de  Scbeurc,  16,  80. 
Bajle,   P.   (1647-1706),   philowpher 

and  encyclopa^isl,  347. 
Beaumarchfli*,  Caron  de  (1731-1799), 

diaitialii^  385. 
Becque,  H.  (I  -1S99),  dramatist,  603. 
Btlisairt,  430. 

Bellay,   GnUlanme  (1491-1543)  and 
Martin    (t-1559)    dn,    memoir, 
writers,  »J8. 
Bellay,  Joachim  da  (1534-1 560),  poet, 

174-176,  179,  180,  191,  143. 
Bellean,    Kemj    (1538-1577),   poet, 

176, 19S. 
Bellojr,  Bntelte  de  (1737-1775),  dra- 
matist, 3S0. 
Benedictine  iludents,  475. 
Benoist  de  Sainle  More  (1154-1189), 
trouvire  and  chronicler,  37,  38, 
6»,  617, 


BenBerade,Tiaacde  (1613-1691),  poett 

350. 
Bcranger.  Pierre  Jean  de  (1780-1857), 

poet.  483-484. 
Bergerac,    Cyrano    de    (1630-1655), 

dramatist  and  noTelisI,  380,  396. 
Berber,    Nicolas    Sylvestre    (1718- 

1790),  theolt^an,  433. 
Berlioz.  H.  (1803-1869), miscelUiKoni 

writer,  586. 
Bernard,  C.  de  (1805-1850),  novelist, 

5S8. 
Biroalde    de  Verville    (1558-1613), 

I  ale -teller,  166. 
Bersuire,   Pierre   (1190-1353),  trans- 
lator, lie. 
Bertant,  Jean  (1551-1611),  poet,  187, 

310. 
Bertt  aus  grans  Pits,  17,  75. 
Benin.Anioine  (i75'-i79'>)ppoet'373' 
Beittand,  L.  (1807-1841),  poet,  6*7. 
Beiwick,  James   Fitijames,  Duke  of 

(1660-17341,  memoir-writer,  316. 
B^senTal,    Pierre   Victor,    Baron    de 

(1733-1791),  tnemoit-Hritei,  414. 
de    Saluste    do      Bestiaries,  65,  118. 

Beyle,   Henri ,  (1783-1841),   novelid 

and  critic,  490-493. 
Beia,  Theodore    (1519-1605),    dn- 

malist  and  translator,  190,  193. 
Bible,  64. 

Biblislhique  da  Rtmant,  11,  474. 
Bichat.M.F.X-(i77i-i8o3},scienIiiic 


r,  473. 

Biilaut,  A.  (1600-1663),  poet,  153. 
Blanc,  L.  (1813-1883),  historian,  599. 
Blaneandin  el  rOrgailleusi  d'Amtta; 

77. 
Blandin  de  Cortmalha,  16. 
Blasoa,  183. 
Btasphdmateurs,  99. 
Blonde  dOxford,  79. 
Blot  (iS'o-iSss).  poet,  150. 
Bodel,  Jean   (b.   1369),  trouTire,  36, 

56,  73.  89. 
Bodin,  Jean  (1530-1596),  lawyer,  330. 
Boelhivs,  ProTenjal  poem  an,  3  \,  sj. 
Boetie,  Etienne  de   la  (1530-1563), 

poet   and  political  writer,   181, 

314,  115,  131. 

Boileau,   Nicolas   (1656-1711),   poet 

and  critic,  156-359,  6i3. 
Boisrobert,F.LeMetelde(i59i-i663), 

Soet  and  dramatist,  350. 
i,     Louis    Gabriel    Ambroise. 


62$ 


Vicomte  de  (i  ;S4-iS40),  poIitic«l 

writer,  470. 
Bordign^,  Charles  <le(i6th  cent.),  poet, 

143- 
Borel,    P.    (iSop-tSsg),    poet .  and 

Doveli^,  51(1. 
Bomler,  H.  de  (b.  1835),  dramstitt, 

S54- 
Bonon,  Robert  and  H  jlie  de  (ilth  and 

13th  cent.),  3'.3"- 
Bossnet,  Jacqne;  Benigne  (1617-1704). 

theologUa   and  preacher,    351— 

Bouchard;,      Joseph      (1810-1870), 

dramatist,  547. 

EoDchet,  GoiltaDine  (d.  1607),  tale- 
teller, 166. 

Bouehet,  Jeban  (i476-i5s,s't,hi»totian 
and  poel,  143,  144,  166. 

BoDciqaalt,  Jean  le  Majgie  (d.  1411), 
memoit-writcr,  86. 

Bongainville,  Lonis  Antoine  de  (1719- 
iSli),  traveller,  474. 

Bonilhet,  L.  (1811-187J),  poel,  537. 

Bonlainvilliers,  Henri  de(i6s8-i7ja), 
historian  and  political  writer,  410. 

Bonrdalone,  Louis  C163J-1704),  Iheo- 
loglan,  365. 

Birurgeeis  Geniilhomnu,  184. 

Bourgot.  Panl  (b.  1 853),  novelist,  573. 

Bouisanlt,  Edme  (163S-1708),  drama- 
tist, 287. 

BradamanU,  196. 

Brant6me,  Piei  le  de  BoDrdeilles,  khbt 
de  (1540-1514),  memoir-irriter, 

Bribenf,  Gvillanme  de  (1618-1661), 

poet,  359. 
Brienne,    Comte    de    (17th    cent.), 

memoir-writer,  311. 
Brizenx,  Anguste   (1803-1858),  poet, 

5»S- 
Brodean,  Viotor(  i47o-lS4o),poel,i49. 
BroEses,  Ch.   de   (1709-1777),   mis- 

cellanist,  47  n. 
Bruei«s,  D.  A.  de  (1640-1735),  drama- 
tist, 1S9. 
Brun  dt  la  Montaigtu,  74,  77. 
Bruneliire,    F.    (1849-1906),   critic, 

58^,603. 
Bronetto  Latioi  (1 930-1 194).  scholar, 

118,134- 
BtimtS  dt  CoiamarcAit,  7.C. 
buRon,  George  Lewis  Leclerc,  Count 

de  (1707-1788),  nituralisl,  471. 


Cabaois,  J.  P.  G.  (I7S7-I 


tificw 


r,  473-  . 


Calmet,  Dom  Anguslin  (1673-1757), 

biblical  historian,  413. 
Calria,  Jean  (1509-1564),  theolc^^ian, 

CampistroD    (1656-1737),  dramatist, 

379,  388. 
Candide,  395. 
Canso,  38. 
CBntilcDBe,  6,  51. 
Caraclirti  of  La  Bmytre,  337. 
Carloix,  Vincent  (i6thcent.),  memoir- 


CasteliiaD,  Michel   de    (1500-1591), 

memoir- writer,  lig, 
Casteiiment  cttm  Pin  J  3<m  Fill,  66. 
Caylua,    Madame    de    (1673-1729), 

memoir-writer,  316. 
C  Bzotte,  Jacqnes  (i72o-l793),DOTelist, 


355. 


,  l6.i, 


Chamfort,  N.  (1741-1794),  moralist 

and  critic,  437,  438. 
Champceneu  (1759-1794),  joniTialist, 

etc.  436,  437. 
Champier,  Sjmphorieo  (1471-1535), 

poet,  I4J. 
Chanson,  54,  48 3. 
Chanson  aAlixandri,  36,  38. 
Chanson  dAmeur,  54. 
Ciansun  dt  Reland,  argntnent  of,  11. 
Chanson  des  Albigtois,  37. 
Chansonoetles,  54. 
Chansons  »k  Gestm,  s,  5,  6,  9-ai, 

33.  36.  39.42,61,62.  8o,6iJ. 
Chanson  tits  Eua  et  da  Bait,  501. 
Chansons  du  XV-*^  Siicit,  1 38. 
Chapelain,   Jean   (1595-1674),   poet. 


Chapelli 


2.-iO. 


.  '57,  273 
;,  C.  E.  L. 


(i6j6-!' 


6),  poet, 


Chardry  (13th  cent.),  tronvire,  65. 
Charlemagttt  h  ConstaatinopU,  Vayagt 

ak,  17. 
Chademagae   in    Chansant,   la,   13, 

15,  18. 


6*4 


t  (i6i  1-1693),  poet, 

Ckarrn  dt  Ninus,  It,  1%. 

ChuTOD,  Pieire  (^1541-1603),  moialiit 

and  theoli^iut,  119,  110. 
Cbutier,   Alftin    (1390-145S),   poet, 

8j,  85,  86,  117,  137,  141,  >\>. 
Cbulei,  P.  L.  (1798-1873),  critic,  583. 
ChMrignet,  J,  B,  (is;8-i6io),  poet, 

»48. 
CbattetlaiD,    Geoi^es     (1403-1475), 

chronicler,  no,  lii,  136. 
ClutMilbriatul,  Fnnfoii  Angnsle  c)e 

(1768-1848),  aovellst  and   0113- 

cellaneons  TTJter,  401,  401,  619. 
ChltiUon,  A,  de  (1810-1884),  V^U 

Cbaulien,  Abb£  de  (i639-i79o),poet, 

Chatusie,  NiveUe  de  U  (1691-1754), 

dramatic  poet,  3S3,  387. 
CM^ituvrt  Inetnnu,  511. 
ClieQedoUi,  C.  de  Ci7('9-'833).  poet, 

375.  440- 
CUniei,  Andi^  Marie  de  (1763-1794), 

poet,  374,  375- 
CUaiei,  Marie  Joseph  (1764-1811), 

poet,  critic,  and  jounalitl,  373, 

375.  493- 
Cherbuiiez,V.{b.  iSji), Q0veIut,5Go, 
Chitifi,  16. 
Chtvai  dt  FusI,  75- 
Ckaialtrie  Ogitr  de  Dammarcht,  /a,  16, 
Chevalitr  i  la  CkarrtUt,  33,  34. 
CAevalitr  as  Datx  Espia,  78. 
Chtvaliir  au  Cygnt,  16.  80. 
C/ieoalitr  au  Lytn,  33,  34. 
Chivaliy,  spirit  of,  ij,  34. 
Cbolibe*,  Sienc  de  (16th  cent.).  16A. 
Chreslien  de  Troyea  (d.  c.  1195),  troa- 

T*te.  33,  34,  36,617, 
Chrestien,  Florent  (1541-1.1:96),  trars- 

latoi  and  poliliod  writer,  931. 
Christ,  PatHeu  du,  90. 
Chromque  dt  du  Guistlin,  6t. 
Clavniqut  dt  Matin  Jatqtu  di  Iji- 

latng,  HI. 
Chmtiqai  dti  Quatrl  Primitrl  Valns, 

107. 


Ckmaquit  of  Frolitait,  loS. 
Crenipus,  Granda   U  InesHm«ita, 

ibt  Grant  tt  £namu  Giant  Gar. 

lanltui,  157. 
Chrmipm  of  Jean  Lebel,  107,  108, 

109. 
Chute  £itn  Ai^,  4S5. 
Cinna,  369. 
Cinq  Mart,  £ll. 
CUri,  Robert  de  (lath  cent.),  chroni- 

CUnde,  Jean  (1619-16S7),  tlieol<%iBti, 

3S'- 
Claveret  (T7th  cent.),  dnmatut,  165. 

emu,  394. 

CUtmadis,  75. 

CUopdtn,  drama,  191,  193,  196,  198. 

CUefdtte,  noTcI,  179,  193. 

Clivtland,  394. 

Cligis,  34- 

CUtandre,  tfil,  169. 

Codes  and  Legal  Treatises,  117. 

ColW,  Charles  (1709-1783),  poet,  dta- 

nuitist,  and  memoir-writer,  376. 
Collirye,  Rc^er  de  (i6lh  cent.),  14J, 

M3- 
CoUetet,  G.  (1508-1659),  poet,  150. 
Collin  d'HarleviUe,  J.  F.  (1755-1806), 

comic  poet  and  dramatist,  386. 
Combat  dcs  Trtnii,  61. 
Cemidie  dts  Acadimittis,  s  So  note. 
Cemidii  des  Chansons,  iSo. 
Ccniidii  des  Ctmiditna,  180. 
Cemidit  dts  Cemidits,  380. 
Cem/die  des  Provtrbts,  }8o. 
Com^die  Itslienne,  378. 
Comedie  Lannoyante,  383. 
Comines,  Philippe  de  (c.  1447-1511), 

memoir-writer,  131-13J. 
Commedia  deU'  arte,  280. 
Commedia  enidita,  >8o. 
CtHnpire  Ma/hiiK,  400. 
Comle,  A.  I,i79&-i85i),  philosopher, 

589. 
Camtesst  de  PanthUu,  lao. 
Condantnatien  dt  Banquet,  99,  190, 
Condj,  B.  and  J.   de  (14th  cent.), 

tronvires,  64. 
Condillac,  Etienne  Boonot  de  (1715- 

17S0},  philosopher,  467. 
Condorcet  Jean  Antoine  Nicolu  de 

Caritat  (1743-1794),  economist 

and  philosopher,  463. 
Cmfissim  dim  ErtfasU   At  SQclt, 


Cenfiaion  dti  Vieain  Savoyard,  459. 
Canfiuimt.  397,  457,  458,  459,  460. 
CoDMne    de   la   Passion    (liceoted, 

1403),  100. 
ConjuraHim  dt  Fitsqut,  306,  311. 
Cenjuratien     dts    Espagti^ls    timirt 

Vtmtt,  307. 
Cmqutle  dt  CenttantinabU,  104,  105, 

107. 
Censpiralum  dt  WalsCcin,  306. 
Constant,  Benjamin  (1767-1S30),  po- 

liticiaaBadD(iTelut,4O4,407,45^ 
Cttuvth,  £13. 

Cmta  Drelatiquts,  51a,  515. 
CtlHts  d'Espagng  It  J'llalit,  519. 
C»iita  iTEuirafel,  165. 


Ux.  61$ 

Crispin,  Jlival  de  sen  MaUri,  383. 

Cnmwtll,  «8. 

Cuvicr,  G,  C.  (i7'i9-i83J),  natnralist, 


f,  14'. 

Ceinitrsatien  du  Pht  Canaye,  333. 

Coppie.  F.  (1841-1908),  poet,  530, 
SM.  001. 

Coq-i-lAne,  146,  149,  170. 

CoqniUait,  Gnillanme  (11411-1510), 
PO*t.  '34.  fJS.  ij6. 

Coran,  Ch.  {b.  1814),  poet,  537. 

Cirintu,  404,  405. 

Comeille,  Pierre  (1606-1684),  P°«* 
and  dramatist,  167-171. 

Comeille,  Thomas  (1615-1706),  dra- 
ma tiu,  17S,  188. 

CoTTozet,  Gilles  (1510-1568),  poet 
and  faballEt,  150. 

Cottin,  Madame  (1773-1807),  novel- 
ill,  406,  407. 

CoQcy,  Chatelflin  de  (r3th  cent.), 
poet,  5j. 

—  Mathiende  (l6lh  cent.),  chronicler, 

Conner,  Paul  Louis  (1771-1815), 
troiulatOT  and  politi(al  pamphlet- 
eer, 441.481. 

Courmmement  Loyt,  15. 

Cousin,  Victor  (1791-1868),  philoso- 
pher, 488-490. 

CoDTin,  Watiiqna  de  (i4lh  cenL), 
tronvire,  64. 

Crdbillon  the  Elder,  C.  Jolyot  de 
(1674-1763),  dramatist,  379, 380. 

Cr^billon  Ihe  Younger,  C.  P.  Jolfot 
de  (1707-1778).  noTelist,  398. 

Cretin,  Gnillaame  (d.  1515),  poet, 
I37. 138. 144.  181.  141. 


Dader,   Madame    (1654-1710),   339 

Dames  Galantti,  113. 

Oancouit,  F.  C.  (1661-1715),  dra- 
matist, 3  89. 

Daagean,  Ph.  de  Conrdllon,  Marqni; 
de  (1638-1710),  memoii-wriler, 
3I7' 

Dattiel,i^. 

Daniel,  Pire  (1649-1718),  hisloiiaa, 

DafhHit  tt  Chlol,  105. 

DassoDc;,  C.  Coypeiu  (1605-1674), 

misccllanisi,  196. 
Danbenton,  Lonts  Jean  Marie  (1716- 

1800),  nalnialist,  471. 
Daadet,  A,  (b.iB4o),novelist,  569-571. 
Danntt,  Jean   ((.   1507-1588),   poel, 

168,  170.  175,  178,  183. 
Dmtret  H  Beton,  19  note  1. 
Diftnte  it  Illwlralien  dt  la  Langut 

Franfaiu,  170,  178. 
Deffand,  Madame   dn   {1697-1780), 

letter-mitcr,  417,  418. 
DeliDition  of  ChansoDS  de  Gesle,  10, 
Dt  FAlUmagne,  404,  405, 
DsrAmow,»^\. 
De  rSgliu  GaBieant,  j^. 
De  r Esprit,  465. 
De  rjJsmme,  ^65. 
Delavi^K,  Casimir  (1793-1843),  poet 

and  dramatist,  493. 
Delille,   Jacqnes   (1758-1813),  poet, 

371,479- 
Denis  Pyiamns  (13th  cent.),  poet,  77. 
Dipit  Amimreux.iSi,  181. 
Desangiers,  M.  A.  M.  (1773-1817), 

poel,  376. 
Descartes,  Ren^  {1 596-1650),  philoso- 
pher, 340-346,  614. 
Deschamps,  Emile  (1795-1B71),  poet, 

.'i38- 
Deschamps,    Euitache    (1318-1415), 

poet,  81,  84. 
Deicort,  17. 
Deifontatnes,   P,   F.   Guiiol    (1685- 

174s),  critic,  431,  433. 


DeshoDliitet,  Madunc  (i  638-1 694), 
Desmahis,  J.  F.  E.  (i73a-:76i),  dra- 


S  J.  T.  { 


Dm    Perier»,   B.   (1500-1544),  Ule- 

teller,  igo,  ifij,  1G3. 
Desportes,     Philippe     (1546-1606), 

poet,  1S6,  187. 
Destonchei,  P.  H.  (1680-1754),  dr«- 

Deux  Bordters  Ribaux,  4J. 
Dhiin  du  Vmagi,%^l. 
DiabUAmeurtiat,  39S. 
Diable  Beitatx,  jSg,  390. 
Dialects,  5,  114. 
—  and  Pioviacial  Lileolarei,  5, 
Dicliattnaira  di  Trivoux,  197 . 
Didetot,  D^ii  (1713-171)4),  encjclo- 

psedist.  383,  396,  481.  434,  453, 

454- 
Ditcmirs  di  la  Mtlhsde,  343, 344,  345. 
Dits  and  DfbaU,  4},  63,  64,  85,  93, 

95.96- 
Dive  Bo^eilU,  ijg,  161. 
Dolet,    Erioine    (1509-1544),    poet, 

translator,  aad  piioter,  150,  io6, 

Dohpathai,  44,  77. 

Deon  dt  Jlfajriace,  17. 

Dotat,  C.  J.  (1734-1780),  poet,  376. 

Doablet,  Jena  (i6tb  cent,),  poet,  iSl. 

Dovalle,  Ch.  (1807-1819),  poet,  535. 

Droi,  G.  (b.  1S33),  novelist,  560. 

DoboB,   Jean   Baptiste   (1670-1741), 

historian,  410. 
Da  Cange,  ta  Dnfiesne. 
Ducii,  J.  F,  (1733-1S16),  poel  and 

draiDAtist,  381. 
Dnclos,  Charles  Pinand.  (1704-1 771), 

historian  and  moralist,  395,  414, 

4S9. 
DuTresne,  Charles  (Dn  Caage)  (1614- 

168S),  histoiian,  scholar,  315. 
Dnfresny,    Charles    Riviere    (164S- 

I7>4),  dramatist,  387,  18S,  189, 

448- 
Duguay-Trouin,   Reni    (1673-173S), 

DnlanrcEs,  Henri  Joseph  (1719-1797}, 
satihsl  and  novelist,  400. 

Domas  the  Elder,  Alexandre  (1806- 
1S70),  dramalist  and  Dorelist, 
(«-S"O.S>8,j37. 


Dnmai  the  Younger,  Alexandre  (1834- 
1 89s),  dramatist  and  Doreliit,  550. 

Dopanlonp,  F,  A-  P.  (1803-1878), 
theologian,  591. 

£>u  Pape,  468. 

Du  Perron,  Cardinal  (I5g6-l£l8), 
poet  and  controTersialist,  303, 
348.' 

Daplessis-Momay  (1549-1613),  con- 
troversialist, SO3,  331. 

Dnpont,  P.  (18S1-1870),  poet,  537, 

Durant,  G.  (1550-1615),  post,  a.ia, 

Duras,  Madame  de  (1778-1839), 
novelist,  406. . 

D'Urfi.Honorrf  (1567-1735),  DOvelist, 
39a. 

Durmari  It  Gallvis,  78. 

Dn  Ryer,"Pierie  (1605-1658),  droma- 

Fastem  stories  in  Early  French  lilem- 

£a>!e  du  Femmti,  383. 

&cde  det  Maris,  183. 

£maux  el  Camies,  518. 

Bmile,  397,  458. 

EncyclDp:edia,  453. 

Enfances  Gedefroy,  16. 

Eti/anets  Ogitr,  75. 

En/anis  ions  Seuci,  101. 

'  Enjambemeni,'  76,  409. 

Epinay,    Madame    d''    (1735-1783), 

memoir-writer.  415. 
Erckmann-Chatrian,  novelists,  557. 
Erec  el  Enide,  34.  • 

Esprit  dii  Lais.  448,  449. 
'  Esprit  Gsniois,'  40,  154,  335. 
Esqvisse     dts    Prugris     de    tEsprit 

Huma{n,  463. 
Essais  of  Montaigne,  314,  315,  316, 

337.  344- 
EssaisuT ies  Maurs,  411. 
Essai  sur  la  itignes  de  Claude  Ml  de 

Niron,  413,454. 
Estai  sar  FlndiffirerKe  en  matihi  de 

Eiligion,  487. 
EisaiiurrOrigine  des  Cotmeissaacis 

Sumaints,  467. 
Essayists,  historical,  308. 
Estienne,  Henri  (1538-1598),  scholar, 

138,  166.  109. 
Estrfes;  F.A.d'  (17th  cent.),  memoir- 

writer,  309. 


.Google 


Evgint,  I9»,  193. 
BalalU,  St.,  Seng  af,  4,  s'. 
Expiditien  Neetume,  407. 

Fables  of  La  Fontaine,  153,  154,  155, 

^99.  375- 
Fabliaux,  5,  39-44.  95.  "'1  "S.  474- 
Fabre  d'tglantine,  P.  F.  N.  (I7r;5- 

1794)1  poet  ■°'^  dramatist,  3S6. 
Fdcheux,  183. 
Fagan,  C.  B.  (1701-1755),  dramalist, 

384- 
Faguet,  £mile  (b.  1847),  critic,  5S4. 
Farce,  95,  188,  190. 
Farct  in  Cuvitr,  97;  Fani  de  FoUe 

Bebance,  98 ;   Farce  du  Past/  tt 

dt  la  Tarli,  96. 
Farm,  St.,  Simg  ef,  3,  7. 
Fatrasie,  166,  170,  396. 
FancUet,  Claude  (1530-1601),  critic, 

Fatuiil,  49. 

Fimmes  Savantes,  185. 

Ffnelon,  F.  de  Saligimc  de  la  Molhe- 

(:66i-i7is),tEeologiaii,  355. 
Finin,  Piene  de  (d.  1506),  chronicler, 

Ftstin  de  Pitrre,  aSi,  183. 

Feuillts  de  Grimm,  434. 

Fenillet,  O.  (1811-1890),  dramalist 

and  novelist,  559. 
Feydean,   K    (1811-1874),   noveliM, 

560-563- 
Fiancitdu  Reidt  Garhe,  «£5. 
Fierairai,  6,  19. 
Fi^T^,  Joseph  (1767-1839),  novelist, 

Fitiwarine,  itorjt  of,  1 10. 
'  Five  Poets,'  the.  350,  367. 
Flamenco,  16. 

FlaubeH,G,(i8ai-l88i),no¥ellst,56i. 
Flichiei,  EipHt  (1633-1710),  preacher, 

360. 
Fleary,  Abbd  (1640^1713),  historian, 

306. 
Fhri  tt  Blanckefimr,  77. 
Florian.  G.  P.  de  (i7S5-'794)-  Pot 

and  fabulut,  375. 
FolUs  EnirtprUes,  189. 
Fontaine,  Chailes  (1513-1587),  poet, 

150.  'SJ. 
Fontaiaes,    Madame    dc   (d.    1730), 


'ex,  637 

Fontiney,  A.  C.  (1803-1837),  poet 
and  Clitic,  536. 

FoDteaay-MarCDil,  F.  DdvrI  de  (1595- 
1647),  memoir-writer,  308. 

Fontenelle,  Bernard  le  Soviet  de 
(1657-1757),  milceltaneoDS  wri- 
ter, 435. 

Fotbin,  a  de  (1656-1733),  memoir^ 

France,  Anatole  (b.  1S44),  poet,  novel- 
ist, and  critic,  538,  573,  583. 

Frfron,  Elie  Catherine  (1719-1776), 
journalist,  433,  446. 

Froissait,  Jean(i337-i4io),  historian 
and  poet,  83,  84,  85,  108-110. 

Fromenlin,  Engine  (1830-1876),  Do- 
veliat  and  critic,  5S6. 

Fnretitre,  Antoine  ( 1 6  3  0-1 688) ,  novel  - 
1st  and  miscellaDeoDB  writer,  397. 

Gabonan,  £.  (1S35-1873},  novelist, 

558- 
Gace  BruM  (i3tb  cent),  poet,  56, 
Galfrit  du  falaij,  369. 
Galiani,Abb^  (1681-1753),  economist 

and  letter-writer,  43a,  463. 
Gamon,  Achille  (16th  cent.),  memi^T- 

writer,  339, 
Ganelon,  13,  13,  17. 
Garat,  D,  J.  (1749-1833),  jonmaliiit, 

etc.,  436,  437- 
Gargantua,  157-IS9. 
Gariit  tt  Lohtrain,  16. 
Gamier,  Robert  (1545-^.  1601),  dra- 
matist, 196,  197. 
Caifard  dt  la  NuU,  533. 
Gassendi  (1593-1655),  Neo-Eidcucean 

pbilosopher,  347. 
Gantier,  Th^opbile  (181 1-1871),  poet, 

critic,  and  novelist,  516-518, 531, 

524,  605, 606. 
Gaymar,  GeofTrey  (b.  1149),  chroni- 

Gaietteers,  the  rhyming,  361, 


veliit,  406,  415. 
Geoflrey  of  Moamonth  (l3th  Cent.), 

historian,  30  scqq. 
Girard  de  Reussilisn,  16. 
Girard  dt  Viatu,  17. 
Gcrson,  Jean  Chailierde  (1363-1419), 

theologian,  114,  115, 
GJnuez,  E.  (1799-1S65},  critic,  jSi. 
Ceiia  Kemantrum,  44. 
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Gilbert,  N.  J.  L.  (t7si-i78o),  poet, 

373- 
Gil  Blot,  383,  389,  390. 

Gillot,  Jacques  (i6th  cent.),  political 

wnter,  331, 
Gingneai,  P.  L.  (1748-1816),  critic, 

etc.,  436. 
Gitardin,  Madame   dc   (1804-1855), 

dramatist,  549. 
Ginait  dt  RetHlka,  19,  14,  35. 
Girott  It  Cexfrieis,  31,  35. 
GUtigay,  A.,  poit,  538. 
Cl^,  497. 
Gleriiux,  383. 

Godeaa,  A.  (1605-167)),  poet,  if/a. 
Golden  Violet,  etc.,  j8,  i^. 
Gomband,  J.  Ogiei  de  (1570-1666), 

poet,  348.  3p], 
Gombervillc,  Marin  le  Roy  Seigneur 

de  (1600-1647),  P'^^  *^  Dovel- 

ist.  ISO,  393. 
Gonconrt,  E.  and  J.  de,  miBCellaneona 

writers,  564-566,  606. 
Gonrville,  Jeao  (I^raulC  de  (d.  1703), 

memoir.«.riter,  315, 
Gcaal,  the  Holv,  Chapter  iv,  fasHm. 
Grammont,    Matfcbal    de,   and    his 

family,  literary  work  of,  316. 
Grandes  Ckroniqut!  de  Franct,  104, 

Grand  Cyrus  Lt,  193-294. 
Grandtttr  et  Dicadtuee  dti  Semaiia, 

Grands  Capilaints,  ai3. 
Grandijeiiri  d'Aiaitrgnt,  361. 
GraticD  do  Pont  (16th  cent.),  poet,  144. 
Great  St.  Graal,  31. 
Greban,    Amonl   and    Simon   (15th 


and  dramatist,  371,  384. 
Gririn,  J.  (1540-1570),  dramatist  and 

poet,  iSi,  105, 
Grimm,  F.  M.  (1733-1807),  miicel- 

Giingore,  Fiecre  (147S-1544),  poet 
and  dramatist,  141,  18S,  189. 

Grandeur,  189. 

Gu^^,  Antoine(i7l7-i8o3),con(ro 
versialist,  433,  446, 

Guiart,  Guitlaume  (13th  cent.),  chro- 
nicler, 63. 


—  Henri,  Duke  of  (1614-1663),  me- 

moir-writer, 316. 
Gniiot,  K.   P.  G.   (1787-1874),  bii- 

torian,  etc..  595. 
Gnttingiier,U.(i785-i866),  poet,  494. 
Gnyot  de  Pio*ins,  tronviiie,  56,  64. 

—  or    Kyol,    anthor    of    ProveUfal 

Ptr^vall,  tTOQTire,  16. 

Habert,Fnnf  011(1590-1561  or  1574), 


330- 
Haliivy,  L.  (b.  1834),  < 

noieliBt,  563- 
Hamilton,     AnthoiiT     (1640-1730), 

poet  and  lale-leller,  160,  300. 
Han  d'islande,  498, 
Hardy,  Alexandre  (i£6o-r&3i),  dn- 

matist,  364. 
Helgaire,  Bp.,  3  note  ). 
Hello,  Emest(i838-i885),  critic,  603. 
Helviiios,    Claude    Adncn     (1715- 

1771),  philosopher,  465. 
H^naalt,  E.  J.  F.,  President  (1685- 

i;7o),lawTer,  etc,  415. 
ffenriade,  368,  370,  371. 
Henri  de  Valenciennes  (lath  cent.], 

chronicler,  105. 
HeflamertB,  163-165. 
HiracHus,  370.  , 

Herberay  des   lissarls,  Nicholas  (d. 

1550),  translator,  309,  310,  191. 
Hemani,  496,  498,  499. 
Herod,  Anioine  (d.  1568),  poet,  151. 
Hitlnre  Aaaureuse  da  Gaules,  317. 
Histoire  Ancienne,  410, 
Histsire  Cemtqiu  de  Fratieien,  191), 

397. 
HUleire  de  V Anarchic  de  Palegtte,  413. 
HistHre  de  Port  Reyal,  505. 
HUfaire  LitUraire  de  la  Frana,  474. 
ffisleire  des  Indts,  413. 
Histoire  des  Oracles,  4J6. 
Hisitire  des   Variatient  da  £gliies 

Proteslanies,  353- 
Historia  Brilonum,  30  note. 
Histerietles  of  Tallemanl  del  R&ut, 
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Hotman,  traufois  (iSi4->S93)>  "SO. 
Hugo,    Victor    Marie    (1801-18S5J, 

pc«t,    noTcIiat,    and    dnunatUt, 

497-50<.  6ofi. 
Hugiui  CaftI,  17. 
Hogaes  de  Rotelande,  [louvtee,  JS. 
Huan  dt  B^deaux.  15,  17. 
HnoiideHery(i3thcei]t),troDT6re,76. 

/amies  (Barbier),  514, 
lamhes  iCli6iier),  375, 
Ilbaim  camique,  367,  i(>9. 
Imprtmftu  at  Vettaiiks,  183. 
/«ij  A  CoitTB,  378. 
ImtitulieH  Chrilitmu,  IOI,  aoJ. 

iphighUc,  in- 

IliiUmire  at  Paris  hJirusaUm,  402, 
403. 

Jacques  de  Lalaing,  iii. 
Jacques  leFalaliste,  so6,  400. 
Jabusit  du  BarbouiiU,  aSi,  284. 

Jamjn,  Amadis  (.1530-1585),  poet, 
I7fi,  181,  186. 

Jaoin,  J.  (1804--IS74),  novelist  and 

ciilic,  SS7- 
Jargon,  1 19. 
Jaufri,  a6. 

Jean  de  Tuim  (ijlh  cent.),  trouvjre, 

Jeannin,  PCette  (1546-1613),  diplo- 
matist, 3lB. 

Jihan  di  Paris,  :5s  note. 

/««  rfu  /ViW^  des  Sets  tide  Afire  SHU, 
W,  188. 

Jen  parti,  54. 

Jocande,  J  55. 

Jodelle,  Etienne  Ci53«-I573l,  drama- 
tist and  poet,  178, 191-194,  197. 

JiHDville,  Jean  de  (1114-1319),  chro- 
nicler, lo6,  107. 

Joly,  Clande  (1607-1700),  and  Gay 
(17th  cent.),memoir.writera,  3IJ. 

Jonah,  Book  of,  4. 

Jonbert,  Joseph  (1754-1814), /ctu/^- 
wrLler,  43<(-44i. 

/eufreis  de  PoiSiers,  79. 

JoHrdains  de  Blaiviei,  15,  17. 

Juives,  197. 

Julie.  4S8. 

Jus  de  la  FeuilUe,  93. 

Joveoal  del  UniuB,  Jean,  1350-1431), 


!X.  6X9 

Karr,  A.  (b.  iSol),  novelist  and  jonr- 

nsl'",  557- 
Krndeoer.  Madame  de  (1764-1814), 

norelist,  406. 


poet,  etc.,  iSi,  314.  1: 

La  Borderie  (,i6tli  cent.),  poet,  1-51. 

La  Bniyiie,  Jean  de  (1645-1696", 
noTelist,  336-339- 

La  CalpienMe,  Gautliier  de  Costes, 
Seignenr  de  (1610-1653),  "orel- 
Ut,  J9J. 

La  CbStre,  E.  de  (1 7tU  cent),  memoir- 
writer,  311,  3T5. 

La  Chanss^,  Nivelle  de  (1691-1754), 
dramatist,  383,  3S7, 

La  Condamine.C.M.  de  (l  701-1774). 
scientific  writer,  473. 

Lacontaire,  J.  B.  H.  (1803-T861), 
jonmalist  and  preacher,  590. 

Lacretelle,  C.  J.  D,  (1766-1855),  his- 
torian, 436,  437. 

La  Fare,  Marqnis  de  (1644-1711), 
poet,  260, 

La  Fayette,  Madame  de  (tC34-l693), 
novelist,  194,  197-199,  334,  391. 

La  Fontaine,  Jean  (1631-1697),  poel 
and  dramatist,  151-956, 615,  616. 

Larosse,  A.  de  (1653-1708),  dramatiil, 
179. 

Lagrange-Chancel,  F.  J.  de  (1677- 
1758),  poet,  369- 

La  Harpe,  J.  F.  de  {1739-1803),  dra- 
matist and  critic,  431,  437,  440, 

Lais,  5,  59.8r. 

La  Jacquerie,  515. 

La  Lfgende  des  Silcles,  itia,  501. 

La  Marche,  O.  de  ta  (i5(h  cent.), 
chrcHiicler,  110. 

Lamartine,  Alpbonse  Prat  de  (1791- 
1S69),  poet,  historian,  and  novel- 
ist, 484--487. 

Lambert  (HCors),  11th  cent.,  trouvite, 

37. 
Lamennais,  Felidte  Robert  de  ('7^3- 
1854).  tbeoli^aa  and  joornalist, 
487.  488. 
La   Mettrie,  J.  O,   de   (1709-1757), 
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La  Mothe  le  Vtjer,   F.  dc   (15SS- 

1671),  moralist,  etc,  34}. 
La  MoHe,  Anloine  Houdart  de  (1673- 

173O'  dramatist  and  critic,  437, 

419. 
Laiue/et  du  Lot,  J2,  34, 35,  36. 
Laiifrey,P.(iS)S-iS77),bistoiian,6oo. 
Langne  d'Oc,  4,  Jj,  13. 
Lsngue  d'Oil,  4,  ii. 
L'AmUt  Ttrribli,  soi. 
La  None,  F.de  (1651-1691)1  nwnioir- 

writer,  "5. 
—  J.  B.Sanvf  (1701-17(11)1  dramatist, 

38£. 
La  NauvelU  Hiltiiit,  307,  460. 
La  PJiDse,  Jean  de  (l<Sth  cenL),  poet, 

IB  I,  .95- 
Lapidaries,  ri8. 

Laptade,V.de(i8ia-i887),poet,535. 
La  Primctise  dt  Cliva,  19H. 
Larivey,  Pierre   (b.  t.  1S40),  comic 

author,  198,  199. 
La  Rochefoucauld,  Franfoii  de  Mar- 

cilUc,    Duke   de    (1613-1680), 

moralist  and  memoir-writer,  298, 

109.  334-336- 
La  Salle,   A.  de   (1398-1460!),  ro- 


ISS- 

La  Taille,  Jacques  de  (iS4>-15D1)i 
poet  and  dramatist,  181,  195, 

La  Taille,  Jean  de  (1540-1608;,  poet 
and  dramatist,  iSi,  19:;,  198. 

Latin  to  French,  ceiation  of,  1-3. 

Latin  Litcratm^  influence  of,  on  Early 

La  ToDi  Lindry,  Cbevalier  de  (14th 

cent.),  moralist,  115,  116. 
L'Avart,  384. 

Latet  of  William  thi  Cenqucrer,  1 1 7. 
League,  preachers  of  the,  J04, 
Lt  Bel  Incgnnu,  78. 
Lebet,  Jean  (14th  cent.),  chronicler, 

Lebcnn,    Escouchard    (1739-1S07), 

I««|t.  373-373- 
Lt  Capilaine  Fracasse,  51S. 
Lt  Cid,  169,  477. 
Leconle  de  Lisle,  C.  M.  R.  (1830- 

1894),  poet,  536. 
L  Etatsain,  163,  433. 
Ltga;  St.,  LUe  of,  4. 
UgUlatitn  Primitive,  470. 
L^ouvi,  G.  M.  J,  G.  {1764-1812), 

poet  and  dramatist,  jSt. 


LegouTJ,  Emert  (b.  iSa;),  dnunallst, 

Le  HoDx,  Jean  (d.  1616),  poet,  33a. 
Lc  Ufrmx  de  la  CUi  iAotU,  406. 
L'Empereur  Constaiti,  lao. 
l4  A'oi  Fltre  et  la  telle  Jeluamt,  1*0. 
J.e  Maire  de  Beiges,  j:(.476-'548). 

poet  and  histoiian,  141,  307. 
Lemattre,  Jules  (b.  1S53),  critic,  584, 

58s-     ^^^ 

Lemierre,  A.  M.'"(i7i3-l793).  poA 

37'- 
Lenient,  C  F.  (b.  iSsS),  critic,  58a; 
Leroy,  P.  (i6th  cent.),  publicist,  131. 
Lesage,    Alain    Renj    (1668-1747), 

novelist  and  dramatist,  381,  386, 

389,  390. 
Z«  Ckdiiinents,  500,  517. 
Lis  CenlemplalioH],  joo. 
Let  CenltmpeTaints,  400. 
Lescurel,   Jehannot  de  (t4th  Cent.), 

poet,  83.  83. 
Let  Misiralles,  50:. 
La  Qttairt  Venti  de  FEspHt,  501, 
Lespinasse,  Mademoiselle  de  (1739- 

1776),  letter-writer,  418. 
Lei  Saisnei,  1 7. 
L'Estoile,  Pierce  de  (l6tti  cent.J,  me- 

Leltra  dt  Quelquci  Juifs,  431. 

Leilres  du  Sipukrt,  117. 

Ltltret  Pinanei.  447,  448. 

Letirtt  Pertugaiies,  417. 

Le  Vavasseur,  L.  G.  (b.  iSlg),  poe^ 

,    -"^^ 
L  Hommi- Machine,  465. 
V Homme  qui  Ril,  501. 
L'Hoipital,  Michel  de  (1505-1573), 

Lingna  lomana  mstica,  1,  113. 
L'lsle,  C.  J.  Rouget  de  {1760-1836), 

poet,  377  note. 
Liteiatnre  proper,  beginning  of,  6. 
Littri,  E.  (i8oi-i88t),  positlvist  and 

philologist,  587,  589,  591. 
Livre  des  Cent  Ballades.  87, 
Livre  dafaitt  du  Markhal  de  Boati- 

Livres  de  raitart,  118. 
Loret,  J.  (d.  1665),  poet  and  gazetteer, 
161. 
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Maiigny,  J.  Cupentiec  de  (1 7th  ceat .), 


Mably,  Gabriel  Eonnot  de  (1709- 
i785),hisCorituiuidpabiicuC,4i]. 

Mataire,  17. 

Utatttti,  140. 

MachantC,  Guitlanme  de  (c.  11E4- 
1377),  poet,  82,  83,84. 

Mademoiselle,  La  Grande,  stl  Monl- 

Mttgny,  Olivier  de  (d.  1560),  poet, 
179.  iSo. 


Mai  Hard,  Olivier  (i440-igi>i),  preach- 
er. 138, 
Maimbonrg,!..  (1010-1688),  historian, 

.  ^°^- 
MaintenoD,  Madame  de  (1035-1719), 

letter- writer,  195. 
Maitet,  Jean  (1604-1686),  dramatist, 

»6s. 
Maistte,Joseph  Marie  de(  1 753-1811), 

philosopher  and  political  writer, 

468,  487. 
Maistre,  Xavier  de  (1763-1853),  no- 
velist, 4c  6. 
Malade  Imaginaire,  285,  187. 
Malebmnche,   Nicolas    (1618-1715), 

philosopher,  349,  350,  614, 
Malfi^aire,  J.   C.   L.   de  Clinehamp, 

(1733-17^7).  ?"«'.  373: 
Malherbe,  Franfois  de  (I555-1638), 

poet,  346-148,  618. 
school  of,  148. 
ManekitK,  78,  79. 
Mama  Leicaul,  388,  394. 
Mantil  Mautaillii,  43. 
Map,    Waller    (nth    cent.),    prose 

romancer,  JO,  3'i  3'.34' 35. '"S- 
Maquet,   A.   (1813-1888),   dramatist 

and  novelist,  509.  537,  549. 
Marguerite  d'ADgonl^me,   Queen   of 

Navarre     (1493-1549),     poetess 

and  tale-teller,  150,  161,  163. 
Margnerile     de    Valois,      Queen      of 

Navaire  and  France(l653-l6is), 

Margutrilii    de    la    Margiuriti    del 

Pritteesses,  150,  164. 
Mariage  de  Figaro,  383. 
Marianau,  164,  365. 
Mariannt,  391,  395, 
Harie  de  France  (13th  cent.),  poetess, 

47.  50.  59- 


■7^3)1  novelist    and   dramatist, 
,       384.  39'.  393.  395- 
Marmonlet,    Jean    rranjois    (1733- 

1799)1  dramatist,  critic,  etc.,  385, 

399.  430,  44°- 
Marot,  Clement  (c.  1497-1544),  poet, 

144-149,  '31,  141. 
'  school  of,  149-151. 
Marot,  Jean  (1463-1513),  pdet,  137. 
Martial  d'Aavergne   (c.  1410-1508), 

poet,  135,  136. 
Martin,H.(i8io-i887),histOfian,6oo. 
Mascaron,Jean  (1634^1703),  preacher, 

361. 
Masfillon,  Jean  Baptisle  (1663-1741), 

preacher,  358,  360. 
Maucroix,  F.  de  (1619-1708),  poet, 

150. 
Maopsssant,  G.  de,  poet  and  novelist, 

544.  bit- 
Manpertuis,  Pierre  Louis  Morean  de 

(1698-1759),  mathematician  and 

physicist,  473. 
Maynard.JeaQ  (1581-1646),  poet,  348. 
Matarinades,  395,  305,  323. 
MJdecin  malgyi  lui,  3S4. 
Midtiin  Voiattt,  183. 
Midie,  3G7,  169. 
Miditatiens  (Descartes),  343. 
Miditatians  [Lamartiiie),484,4B5, 496. 
Mmte,  166,  167,  369. 
Mimoires  de  Grammonl,  300. 
M/maires  d'Oulrt-Tembe,  403. 
Menage,  G.  de  (1613-1691),  scholar, 

3it,  339  note.  ' 
Meodes,  C.  (!-i909),  6or, 
Minippie,Salyre,  131-336,  143,33°. 
Menot,  Michel  (1440-T518I,  preacher, 

138. 
Menleur,  369,  171,  180. 
Mettleur,  Sut/e  dti,  169. 
Meon,     Dominique     Martin     (1748- 

1819),  scholar,  474. 
Mlraugis  de  Portksgua,  66,  76. 
Mereurt  Calant,  iti8. 
Mtrcurialt!  (D'Aguessean),  439. 
Merimie,  Prosper  (1803- 1 S  70),  novel- 
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Merlin,  31. 
Mtroft,  380. 
H^,  J.  (1798-1S66),  poet  and  novel- 

i«,  5»S- 
McKhiDot  Jem  (1415  or  1410-1491 

orl509).  poet,  137. 
MtsiirtUnnis,  493. 
Milromanit,  376,  3 S3. 
Menng,  Jean  de  (13th  cent.),  political 

writer  and  poet,  67,  61),  71. 
Miierij,  Fran;ois  Endes  de  (1610- 

1683),  historiaD,  305,  306. 
Michel,      Fnncisqne      (1S09-1888), 

tlichel,  Jean  (d.  1495),  myEteiy-writer, 

90. 
Michelet,  Jule*   (1798-1874),   histo- 

ri<m,  etc.,  e8»,  596-597. 
aiKramigtu,  395. 
Migna  rdittiA  mettrttutt  dt  FAdmMe, 

180. 
Migaet,  F.  (b.  1796),  historian,  596. 
MiUeToje,  C.  (178^-1816),  poet,  494. 
Mirtula  dt  la  Vitrga,  89,  91. 
Misanthrope,  »8i,  1S4, 190, 
Moite  Small,  ijl. 
Holiire,  J.  B.  Poqnelin  (i6»»-i673), 

dnmatiEt,  a3i-i87,  Gio. 
hii  comedy,  190. 
Halinet,  Jehui  (d.  1507),  poet  and 

chronicler,  137,  I4I. 
Meniagt  CiullaHiHi,  ig. 
Monnier,   H.    (1799-1877),   nonliit 

■nd  mUcelluieoiu  writer,  5S7. 
Mantlagut,  94. 

■Monologue  au  CettJarmt  Caui,  35. 
MoDielet,  C.  (iS>9-lSS8),  miscells- 

neont  vriter,  5S7. 
Hmutcelet,  Eognerrand  de  if.  1390- 

'4S3)'  ohroniclct,  110. 
MooEaigne,  Uichd  Eyquem,  Sienr  de 

(1533-IS9O.  i»3-ai9- 
Montalembeit,  C.  F.  de  (1810-1870), 

historian    and    political    writer, 

487,  S?o- 
Montchrescien,  Antome  de  (d.  i63l), 

Mont^gut,  E.  (b.  1816),  critic,  580. 
Montesqoiea,    Charles    de    Second  at. 

Baron  de  (1689-1755I,  political 

philosopher,  447-450- 
MoDtfleoty,  A.J.  (1640-1685),  actor 

and  diamztiEt,  187. 
Hontlnc,  Blaise  de  (15^1-1577).  me- 

rooir-irritei,  334,  lit,. 


r.  313. 

MonnmentJ,  Early,  j-j, 
MeraUlidtt  Enfioudt  MainttnatU,  98. 
Moralities  98,  1S8,  1S9,  190. 
Moreas,  Jean  (t -.910),  544- 
Morean,H^g^slppe(lSio-i838),  poet, 

535- 
Morellet,  Andrj  F.  (i7i7-iSr9),  critic 

and  economist,  461. 
Mart  Artm,  it,  35. 
Mert  dt  Psmpli,  »^. 
Motteville,  Madame  de  (1611-1689), 

Monskis,  Philippe (lil5-l383),chro- 

Msym  di  Parvtnir,  166. 
Mnminolinns,  St.,  bisbop  of  NoyoD, 

3.  "3- 
Muitdus.  ioro,  diumania,  99, 1 90, 
Murger,  H.  ( 181  l-l  S61 ),  norelist,  559. 
Mnset,  Colin  (13th  cent),  troQTere, 

56,  sr- 

Hnsset,  Alfred  de  (iSio-rS57),  poet, 
novelist,  and  dramatist,  519-511, 
518,641,546. 

Mysteries  and  Miraclk  Plays, 
89-93.  '»5>  >88, 190. 

Myslirt  dt  Saint  Latiis,  188,  189. 

Mystirt  du  Vitl  Teilamatt,  90,  gi. 

Myiltry  if  Adam,  89. 

NadaV,  G.  (18*0-1893),  poet,  537. 
Naimes,  Dake,  la,  18. 
Nangis,  Gnillaume  de  (b.  1301),  his- 
torian, 106. 
Nanine,  385. 

Naturalism  and  natnralists,  563,  606. 
Nemours,  Marie  de  (1615-1707),  me- 

Nennius  (9th  cent),  chronicler,  30, 31. 

Nerval,  Girard  de  (1805-1857),  poet 
and  novelist,  5 16,  5 14. 

JViveu  de  Samtau,  397. 

Newspapers,  435-437- 

Newspapers  of  the  Revolution,  435. 

Nicholas  of  Tioyes  (l6th  cent.),  novel- 
ist, 161. 

Nicole,  P.  (1635-1695),  313,  346. 

JViiorrtide.  370. 

Nisard,  D.  (1806-1888),  oitlc,  g8t. 

XaMa  Leyctfn,  i3. 

Nodier,  Charles  (17S0-1S44),  miscel- 
laneous writer,  491. 


Noel  do  Fail  (1510-1591),  tile-teUec, 
165. 

Notrt  Damt  di  Paris,  498,  499. 
NmmiUts  RicriaHtHs  ctjaytitx  Vtvii, 
163. 

Obermann,  443. 
Odet  tl  BaltaiUs,  497. 
CEdife  (Comeille),  168,  i;o. 

—  (Voltaire),  370,  378,  380. 
Oisivctis  dt  M.  dt  VauboH,  461. 

Old    French    Literature,    revival    o( 

study  of,  587. 
Oraiiem  Fujtibra,  361. 
Oresme,  Nicholas  (I34a-138»),  trans- 
lator, 1 16. 
OruHtttlis,  498,  506. 
Okioins,  The,  1-8. 

of  Chansons  de  Gcstes,  10. 
Orleans,  Charles  d'  (i39l-'465),  poet, 

8a,  86,87,  148,618. 
Ossat,    Cardinal     d'     (1536-1604!, 

letter-writer,  u-j,  aaS. 
Ozanam,  F.  (1813-1853),  critic  and 

historian,  590. 
FailleioD,  E.  (1834-1899),  dramatist, 

S53.  Soa- 
Palapiat,  Jean  (1650-17*1),  dramatic 

author,  189. 
Palissot  de  Montenoy,  Charles  (1730- 

1814),  dramatist  and  critic,  433. 
Palissy,  Bernard  (c.  1 5t  0-1589),  potter 

and  identilic  writer,  110. 
PalDu^ayet,  P.  V.  (1515-1610),  his- 
torian, 317. 
Panard,  C  F.  (1694-1765),  poet,  376, 

483- 
Fankypocristade,  375. 
PatttagTUii,  157,  158,  165, 167,  107, 

ajS.  '9'- 
PoHtagruelint  PrBgnesliealieH,  IJ9. 
Pari,  Amboise   (e.  1510-1590),  »ur- 

Eeon,  311. 
Pari*,  Panlin    (1800-18S1),    Itterar; 

historian,  6,  ai,  55,  587. 

—  Gaiton  (b.  1S39),  Uteraiy  historiaD, 

587. 
ParmcDtier,  Jean  (1494-1530),  poet, 

'+»■ 

Partuiise.  the,  and  I^maitttn  School, 

536,  637.  538. 
Paraj,  Evanste  de  (i  753-1814),  poet, 

Parelei  dun  Crsyaul,  488. 
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Pasqnicr,  Etienne  (iSi9~l^S)i  l^pst 
and  antlgnary,  908,  309. 

Passerat,  Jean  (1534-1662),  poet,  l8», 
-ill.  J35- 

PasstoH,  mystery  01  the,  90. 

Pastonrelle,  38,  J3,  53,  54,  81,  93. 

Palktiin,^l,  131, 

PatTD,  O.  (1604-1681),  lawyer,  etc., 
339  note. 

Paiil  tt  Firginu,  390 


and  bibliographer,  474. 
Pavilion,  E,  (1631-1705),  poet,  351. 
Ptau  de  Chagrin,  513. 
Pidantjoui,  380,  396. 
Fellisson,  P.  (1634-1693),  historian, 

306. 
Pensies  Qoabert),  440. 
Paaies  (Pascal),  319,  331,  346. 
Perceferest,  lao. 
Pirctvalt,  16,  Ja-34,  36,  74.  76. 
Pfritixe,  Hardodin  de  BeanmoDt  de 

(1605-1671),  historian.  305. 
Periixi  of  Composition  of  ClMnsons 

de  Cestes,  11. 
Perranlt,  Charles  (1638-1703),  lairy- 

tale-writer,  300. 
PciTot     d'Ablanconrt     (1606-1664), 

translator,  339  note. 
Perlharilc,  170. 
Petit,  Jean  (1360-1411),  theoli^an 

and  publicist,  114,  113. 
Petit  JcoH  de  SainlH.  I3I,  Its. 
Pejrat,  N.  ('  Napol  le  Pyr^ien '),  poet, 

517- 
Phidri,  375,  178, 
Philippe  de  Remy,  Sngnenr  de  Beau- 

manoir    (13th  cent.),  poet   and 

jnriscoaialt,  78,  118. 
Philosofub    movement,    Bk.    rr. 

Ch.ii.-Ti.^ji'n). 
'  Philnsophe,'  17th  cent   meaning  of 

the  word,  347  note. 
Pibrac,  Gay  dn  Fanr  de  (1519-15^)4), 

poet,  tSs. 
Pierre  de  Sahit  Cloud   (13th  cent.), 

troavire,  45. 
Pigault,  Lebnm  (i7S3-'835).  ooveliit 

and  dnmatist,  406. 
Piron,  J.  {1690-1773),  poet  and  dr«- 

matist,  376.  377.  381.  383- 
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PiUQ,     Chnstlne     d«     (i3€3-i4io), 

poeten,  70,  Si,  85,  86,  iti,  117. 
Pilboa,   P.  (1539-1596),  lawyer  and 

satirist,  jji,  134. 
PiiWconrt,  B. C.  G.  de  (iJ1l~i»H,), 

dramatist,  S47- 
PlaidiuTS,  175. 

Planchc,  G.  (1808-1857),  critic,  s8a. 
Planh,  »7. 
PLElADE.the,  147,148,  151, 16S,  169, 

I7fi.  179. 195. 197, 198,  ao8,ai7, 

jj6,  331,  J37,  J43,  J44,  J47,  149, 

150,  J64,  176.  343,  3<i4, 618. 
Political  economists,  461. 
'Politiqnes,'233,  134. 
Polo,    Marco  (ia56-i.ia3)>  Venetian 

traveller,  119. 
PoloDius,    Jean     (lAbeniki)    (1790- 

1855),  poet,  495. 
Ptfytucle,  a6o,  17J. 
Pompignao,  Le  Franc  de(l  709-1 7S4), 

poet,  371,  380. 
Ponsard,  F.  (1834-1867),  dramatist, 

548- 
Pontalais,  Jehaa  <?n  (15th  ceat),  poet, 

Pontchartrain,P.Phiil7peauide(l566~ 

Ponlis,    L.    de    (b.    1583),   memoir- 
writer,  309. 
Port  Royal,  346 

PradoQ  ,N.(i63a-i698),drainatist,i79. 
Pricitttscs  RidUuUs,  tSl,  183,  185, 

Presles,  Raonl  de  (1314-1383),  Irans- 

Pr^voBt,  AbU  (1697-1763),  Dovelist, 

393.  396.  4'+- 
Pnu  iTAUxandrie,  83. 
Prist  cTOraitgi,  15. 
'Prophets'  (the)  of  Christ,  83, 
Prefai  Susligutt,  163. 
Prose,  general  use  of.  113. 

FltOVEN9AI,  LiTERATURB,  I3-I9. 

range  and  characteristics  of,  J3,  S'i 
periods  of,  14;  P'irst,  14,  Second, 
15,  Third,  37. 

Provenjal  to  French,  relation  of,  aS. 

Frvvindalis,  339,  330.  346. 

Prodhomme,  Sully  (1839-1907),  poet, 


Piyiht  (opera),  370. 
Fucellt,  Chapelara's,  - 
-    Voltaire's,  371. 


PuleUrie,  fjo. 
Fyi-anu  et  Tklsii,  i6i. 
Pyramoa,  Denis,  77. 

Quatre  Fill  Aymmt,  17. 

Qnesnay,   FrBn9ois  (1694-1774),  snr- 

geoa  and  economist,  461. 
Qnesnes  de  Bethnne  (d.  1334),  trou- 

"i'c,  SS,  S6. 
Quest  of  Iht  Saint  Graal,  33,  35,  74. 
Qninaalt  (1638-1688),  dramatist,  379, 

387. 
Qniaet,  E.  (1803-1875),  historian,  etc, 

,  58a.  596,  598- 
Qutnujoyes  du  Manage,  lit. 

Rabelais,  Fraafois  (I495-IS53).  '56- 
161,  107,  311,  313,  618,  630. 
his  followers,  135,  ii6,  137. 

Rabutin,  Francois  de  (d.  1853),  me- 
moir-writer, 339. 

RafiDliQ,  K.  de   Bossy  {1618-1693), 
memoir-writer,  317. 

Racan,  Marquis  de  (1589-1670),  poet, 

.48. 

Racine,  Jean  (1639-1699),  dramatist, 
373-378. 

—  Lonis  (169J-1763),  poet,  369,  370. 
Rami  dt  Cambrai,  16,  19. 

Raoul  de  Houdeac  (13th  cent),  poet, 

66,  74,  76. 
Rapin,  Nicolas  (1535-1608),  poet  and 

miscellaneous    writer,   i8>,  331, 

335.  239. 

—  de  Thoyras,  P.  (1661-1735),  histo- 

rian, 306. 
Rapports  dt  Physique  tt  de  Morale,  473. 
Raulln  (1443-ISI4}.  preacher,  138. 
Raynal,  G.   I.   F.  (1713-1796),  his- 

Reboal,  Jean  (1796-1864),  poel,  495. 
Rechirrhi  de  la  VMH,  349. 
Recktrches  de  la  France,  ao8. 
Refrains,  53,  54, 
Regnard,  Jean  (l  656-1 J  lo),  dramatist, 

Regnicr,  Mathurin  (1573-1613),  poel 

and  satirist,  fi^-%^\. 
Reichenau,  glossary  of,  3. 
Relation  of  French  to  Latin,  i,  1. 
Rimnsat,  Madame  de   (1780-1S31), 

memoir  and  letter-writer,4i6, 600, 

—  Ch.    A.    de   (1797-1875),    philo- 

sophical      and       miscellaneoni 
wril",  497.  588. 


Renaissance,  the,  Bk.  if. 
Frencti,  14.S,  171). 
conrte  ud  resnit  of,  141,  345. 
ptriod  at,  137,  138,  140,  168,  169, 

»79- 
ibremaners  of,  I33. 
prose-writers  of,  lOo. 
French,  iB  compared  nith  Italian, 

134,  379. 
late  diEenchantoient  of,  313. 
and  Middle  Ages,  137,  474. 
Renan,  E.  (iSl^-lSgi),  hislorian  and 

critic,  591-593. 
Kenart,  CeuronnemenI  at,  47. 
Renart  Ic  CantTtfail,  48,  49. 
Xinart  U  Nouvtl,  47,  48. 
Ecnart,  Ancitn,  45,  46. 
Rtnaul  di  Monlauiatt,  1 7. 
Reti^,  403. 

Rtptia  FraiKkcs,  139. 
RestifdeLa  Bretonne.N.  (1734'!  806), 

Doveliit,  400. 
Retioensa,  38. 

Rett,  Cardinal  de  (1614-1679),  me- 
moir-writer, 306,  311,  313. 
ReyolutiOQ,  memoir?  of  the,  415,  416. 
Revat  del  Deux  Mcndtt,   519,  536, 

558. 
Refttatd  ikt  Fsx,  45-49. 
'Rhttoriquears,'  8j,  136-138,  14I. 
Riccotfoni,      Madame     (1713-1791), 

novelist,  394. 
Richelieu,  Alphonse  Louis  du  Plessls 
(1585-1643),  memoir-writer,  309. 
and  the  Academy,  476,  477. 
Doltt    de    (1696-1788),    memoii- 


Rivarol,  A.de  (1750-1   . 

and  moralist.  438,614. 
Rivet  de  la  Grange,  Dom  Antoine 

(1683-1649),     Benedictine     and 

savant,  474. 
Robert  dc  Borron  (isth  cent.),  tron- 

Tire,  31,31,34,  35. 
Eobertei,  F.  (d.  ijja),  leKer-wrller, 

137- 
Rubin  tt  Marian,  g^, 
RodQgune,  a 68,  jSg,  371,  173, 
Rohan,  Henri  de  (1579-1638),  memoii- 

writer,  308. 
Rdand.  Chanson  dt,  6,1,  Z,  11,15,18. 

history,  aigiiinent,  etc.,  ii~i3- 
Rollin,  Chariei(i66i-I74i),  historian. 
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Reman  Bettr^eois,  197, 

Reman  Comiqui,  iSo. 

Roman  de  Brut,  63. 

Reman  de  DelepatAos,  77, 

Roman  del  EUi,  66,  76. 

Reman  ifEniai,  38. 

Reman  dt  Jules  Cisar,  38,  iig, 

Roman  de  FEsteuffit,  78. 

Roman  de  la  Peirt,  71. 

Reman  de  la  Rose,  63,  67-71.  77,  85, 

98>"5.  137.  i«.  "46,  140.617. 

Roman  de  Rou,  63. 
Roman  des  SepI  Si^es,  44    1  in. 
Reman  de  ThBet,  38. 
Reman  dt  Treit,  37,  38. 
Reman  du  Chevalier  as  Deux  Esties 
78.  -^^ 

.ffumanrfBff«»»art',44-5o,63, 474,617. 
Romans  cf  Aventures,  36,  73-80,  aoq, 

Romana  Lingua,  i,  3. 

Romance,  Picaroon,  394. 

Romance  Tongne,  3. 

Romaaces,  Arthariao,  34. 

Romances,  Heroic,  193. 

Remanten  und  Ratlourellen,  51-54. 

Rondeau  and  Rondel,  38,  Si.  135, 137. 

Ronsard,  Pierre  de  (1514-1585),  poet, 
169-174,  «76,  177.  '78,  183,  333, 
138,  347,  349. 

RBSsilho,Ciiarlzde,  19,  30,  34,  35. 

Rotrou,  Jean  de  (1609-1660),  drama- 
tist, aSj,  167,  371. 

Roucber,  J.  F.  (i745-i794),  PoM,  37s- 

RoQBseau,  Jean  Baptiste  (1669-1741), 
poet,  368,  37a,  385,  479,  485. 

Rousseau,  Jeaa  Jacques  (1713-1778), 
novelist  aniphilesephe,  397, 403, 
405,  456-460, 619. 

Rnlhiere,  C.  C.  de  (1735-1791),  his- 
torian, etc,  40S,  413. 

Rusticien  ofFiu,  119. 

Roteboaif  (b.  1130),  tronviie,  57-59, 


Sagon,  Franfoii  (16th  cent.),  poet,  149, 

Saint- Aid  egonde,  Mamii  de  (16th 
cent.),  polemical  writer,  J03. 

Saint-AmanI,  M.  A.  de  (1594-1661), 
poet,  351,  J53. 

Sairt-Bemard,  sermons  of,  114. 

Saint-EvTemond,  Charles  de  Mai^e- 
tel  de  St.  Denis,  Seignenr  de 
(1610-1703).  moralist  and  critic, 
306.  315.  3a6.  347.  348,  476- 
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Saint-Gelaii,  O.  de  (1466-1501^,  poet, 
'37.  '£"•  '53. 
HelliD  de  (i49i-i£S81,  poet,  149. 
StUnl-GuillawM  du  Dttert,  Mincle 

Play  of,  91,91. 
Saliit-Lambeit(i7i7-iSo3),  poet, 371, 

Saint-Louis,  as'- 

SuDt-bUic     Giiardiii    (1S01-1673), 

critic,  £Si. 
S*iat-PaTiii,  S.  de  (1600-1670),  po«t, 

StiBt-Pieire,  C.  F.  Cutel,  Abbe  de 

(1658-1743),  polilicalwriter,46i. 
Sunt-PieiTe,  J.  H.  BeinsTdio  de  (1737- 

1814),  noveli»t,  399,  485. 
SuDt-Rta!,  C^UT  Vichord,  Abbj  de 

(1631-1603),  bistoriui,  307. 
Siiot-Simon,  Lonii  de  Konvroy,  Dnke 

de  [1675-1755),  memMT-writer, 

317-310. 
Saint- Victor,  P.  de  (1S17-1S81),  critic, 

576. 
Sainte-BenTC,  Charlet  Angnitln  (1804 

-1869),  critic,  171,  407,436,501, 

504-507.  575>  579- 
Sainte-Palaye,   La   CoiDe  de  (1697- 

17S1),  philologiit,  474. 
Sidtnti,  17. 
SalBl,Hntu<3(e.  1504-1553),  poet  and 

transk.toT,  150,  iSi,  107. 
Sales,  Fraii90ii  de  (1567-1635),  de- 
votional writer,  351. 
Saliat,  Pieite  (i6ttk  cent,),  tnnilatoT, 

Saint  d' Amour,  54. 

Sand,  Geoif  e  (A.  L.  A.  Dopin,  Ma- 
dame Dodevant,  1804-1S76),  no- 
"elMt-MJ.  Sl»-S>4.  SJ'. 

Saodeao,  J.  (1S11-1SS3),  novelist  and 
diamatitt,  512,  550,  558. 

Sarcey,  F.  (b.  i8i8),  critic,  576. 

Sardou,  V.  (1831-1909),   dramatiil, 


historian,  150,  306. 
Satyrt  Mftdppie,  331-136. 
Sancontt,  ballad  of,  7. 
Sanrin,  Bernard  Joseph  (1709-1781), 

poet   and   dramatist,   3S0,   384, 

385- 
Sanrin,  j  acquei  (1677-1703),  preacher, 

361. 
Scarton,  Panl  (1010-1660),  novelist 

and  dramatitt,  180, 194, 395, 397, 


Scive,  Manriee  (d.  1564),  poet,  151, 

I5». 
Scfa^landre,  Jean  de  (1585-1635),  poet 

and  dramatist,  349,  164. 
^Jierer,  E.  (1B15-1889),  critic,  486, 

579- 
Stterue  el  Attieryt,  99. 
Scribe,    E.    (1791-1861),    diamatiu, 

547.  548- 
ScQd^ry,    Geo^es    de    (1661-1667), 

poet  and  dramatist,  251,  365, 193. 
Scitdery,  Madeleine  de  (1607-1701), 

novcli^,  391-394,  399.  . 
Sedaine,   Michel   Jean  (1719-1797), 

draniatist,  385. 
Segrais,  J.  K,  de  (1614-1701),  poet, 

350-      . 
S&anconr,  Etienne  Pivert  de  (1770- 

1S46),  moraUst,  443. 
Senecan  drams,  371,  179. 
September    massacres,    memoirt    o^ 

Sept  Sage'  de  Jitmt,  44. 

Siraphita,  513. 

Sertet,  166, 

Serena,  17. 

Series,  Olivier  de  (1539-1619),  icien- 

tilic  writer,  ill. 
Sirteriui,  370. 
Serventoi*  and  Sirvenle,  54. 
Servitude  VelsiUaire,  331. 
Seslina,  37. 
■■■  >£,  Mil 

Marqaise  de  (1616-1696),  330- 

333- 
Sffsnarelie,  383. 
SHile  de  Leuis  Quateru,  41 1 . 
Si^ge  de  Calais,  380. 
Sie^  afMett,  119. 
Step  if  Orleans,  100. 
Si^geofSt.  Quentin,  339. 
Sirvente,  36,  37,  and  Serventois,  54. 
Socrate  ChrSien,  317,  344, 
Seiries  de  St.  Piltrsb&urg,  46S. 
Sengedu  Verger,  117. 
SonneU,  175,  150. 
SofAtuisie,  170. 
Sorel,    Charles    (d.    1674),    novelist, 

196. 
Soties,  99, 100,  i88,  189. 
Sonlary,  J.  (b.  1815),  poet,  537. 
Sonlij,     F.    (1800-1847),    novelist, 


Sonrches,  Manjnii  dc  (17th  cent), 

memolr-wnter,  310. 
Souk,  Mttdune  de  (1761-1836},  no- 

Sfariacut,  iSo. 

Staftl,  MuUiDC  de  (Mile,  de  Un- 
uay,  16S4-1750),  memoir-WTiter, 
4>3- 

SUel,  Msdune  de  (A.  L.  G.  Necker, 
1766-1817),  Dovelist,  etc.,  403- 
4051  459,  48a,  619. 

SUpfer,  P.  (b.  1S40),  critic,  585. 

Struburg  Oaths  (sworn  in  84]  be- 
tween Chsrlei  the  Bald  uid  Lonis 
the  Gennan  agkinst  their  brother 
Lothaiie),  1,  4. 

Sne,  E.  (1804-1854),  Dovelitt,  556. 

SdUj,  Maorice  de  (1160-1196),  ter- 

Snlljr,  Haiimilien  de  Betbone,  Dnlce 

de,  memoii-wiiter,  laS. 
SurJna,  ajo. 
Syilimedela  Naiun,  466. 

Tabaiia  (17th  cent),  dnuutist,  179 

Taharesn,  Jacqne*  (1537-1355),  poet, 

180. 
Taine,   H.   (1S18-1S93),  critic    and 

hirtorian,  576-579, 60s. 
Tallemant  dei  K^nx,  GMtoi  (1611^ 

l6oi),  anecdotiit,  314. 
Tariuffe,  181. 1S3,  184. 
Taitu,   Madame  (b.  1798),  poete*s, 
^     495- 
TsTannes,  Jean   and  Guillaume  de, 

memoir- writers,  119. 
TlUmaqui,  356,  357,  399. 


(1681-1749),  noveliit,  391. 
Tenion,  54. 
Testament,  64. 

Teslamentt,  oW^an,  13S-13:, 
Thaun.  Philippe  de  (tith  cent.),  tron- 

Tire,  65. 
Tieagmtt  and  Charielta,  104.. 
Tbe£rre  de  la  Foire,  378,  381,  384. 
Ihidtrt  de  lAsriruUnre  tt  du  Min- 

agt  dtt  Champs,  ill. 
Theatre  Fraofais,  498. 
ThOtudi,  173. 
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Thibant  de  Champi^^(iaoi-i]53), 
P°«i  *%  S3i  S^r  ^^• 

Thiwy,  AmMiie  (1787-1873),  bi>- 
toiian,  593. 

Thierry,  AagustiD  (1795-1856),  his- 
torian, 693. 

Thiers,  A,  (1797-1877),  historian, 
594- 

Thomas,  A.  L.  (i73»-i785),  e»sayitt, 
431. 

Tkiuina  (u.  Histuia),  sag. 

Tillemont,  S.  le  Nab  de  (1637- 
1698),  ecclesiosticil  historian, 
306. 

7>'ft  rf  BirfnUi,  170, 

Tocqueville,  A.  de  (1805-1859),  his- 
torian and  political  writer,  599. 

TtdsmnTOr,  870. 

Torneijamens,  17. 

Tory,  GeoETrojr  (i6th  cent.),  | 


'Tw^Mie  Bonrgeoiie,  384. 

Tragiquei,  185. 

Traitl  dts  SemaMns,  467. 

TntoailUun  de  la  Mer,  501, 

TrJsors,  118. 

Tcesson,  L.  E.  de  U  Vergne,  Cointe 
de  (1705-178J),  romance-writer, 
".  474- 

TWnoitx,  Dtettonnatrt  de,  197. 

—  Jimrtal  dt,  435, 

Tnolet,  96. 

Tristan,  Romance  of,  31,  35,  74. 

Tristan  (17th  cent.),  dramatist,  165. 

Tmii,  Reman  de,  37. 

Troiius,  110. 

Troubadour  Poetry,  forms  of,  16. 

TrouTire*  and  Jonglents,  7,  19,  74, 
474- 

Tvrcartt,  381,  383. 

Tnrgot,  A.  R.  J.  (17*7-1781),  econo- 
mist, 408, 46}. 

Turoldus  (ilth  cenL),  trouvire,  11, 

Tnrpin,  chronicle  of,  103  note. 

Tyaid,  Pontus  de  (1511-1603),  poet, 
168.  170,  178,  179. 

lyr  et  Sidm,  349, 164, 


£7i»  Sfeclacle  dans  uh  Faut, 
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Vadi,Jean  Josef*  (1719-1757),  poet. 
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Vair,  GnillaDDw  da  {1556-1611),  law- 
yer and  moralist,  110,  33S. 

Valirte,  ^o6, 

Valmore,  MtrMtiae  Desboidei  (17S7 

-1859)  poetMS,  494. 
Vanilii  Hiiteriques  el  Littiratrts, 

Vuillas,A.(i6i4-ie96),hiitoriui,305. 
Vauban,  S^Uitien  le  Piesbe  de  (1633 

-1731),  engineer   and   political 

economist,  4S1. 
Vaaderille,  387. 
Vangelas,   C.    F,    de    (1585-1650), 

firammarian,  328,  364,  478. 
VanqneliQ    de    U.    Fresnaye    (lSj6- 

1606),  poet,  180,  1S3,  190,  337. 
Vanvenargnei,  Luc  de  Clapien,  Mai- 

qnisde  (1715-1747),  essayist  and 

moralisL  43  7-419. 
VciKiika,  }66. 
Vengeance  de  Haguidel,  76. 
Vintts.  de,  la  Diesse  dAmers,  71. 
VhitabU  Saint  Getiest,  166. 
VeiUine,    Pftnl    (1844-1896),    poet, 

540-543- 
Verse  Chionicles,  61-63. 
Verlol.AbM  (1666-1735),  historian, 

305,  306. 
K,rr.r*rf,  384, 
Veuillol,  L,  (1813-1880),  jontnaliit, 

Viaud,  Jnlieo  ('  Pierre  Loli '),  (b.  1850), 

novelist,  571. 
Viand,   iVophUe    de   (1590-1626), 

poet  and  dramatist,  149,  165. 
Vidlleville,  Mai^ctialde(i509-r57i), 

Vigny,  Alfred  de  (1799-1864),  poet 
aod  novelist,  513,  533. 

Vilain,  U,  qui  ecnqutst  Paradis  par 
Plaist.  43. 

Viiaia  ifire,  Hi. 

Villanelle,  81. 

Villanesqaes,  iSi. 

Viltars,  Boyvin  dn  (16th  cent.),  me- 
moir-writer, 339. 

Villars,  L,  H.,  Dulte  de  (1653-1734), 


Villedlen,  Madame  de  (1631-16S3), 

novelist,  3gi. 
Villehardontn,  Geoffioi  de  (,e.  1160- 

1113),  104-106,  616. 
Villemain,A.  (1 790-1870),  ciitii!,58l, 
Villon,  Francois  (i43i-i<4Ss)>  poet, 

118-131,618, 
Vinet,  A.  (1797-1847).  C"f=i  fiSi- 
VioUet-k-Dno,   E.   E.  (1814-1879), 

arctitecloral  writer,  j86. 
Virgins,  Ttn,  6, 13,  89. 
Voir  Bit,  83. 
Voiture,  V.   (159S-1648),  poet   and 

letter- writer,  149,  150,  318. 
Volney,  C.  F.  de  Chassebceuf,  Comte 
de  (1757-1830), /Aitaj^i*  and 
traveller,  413,  464. 
Voltaire,  F,  Arouet  de  {(694-1778), 
life  and  poems,  370,  371. 
pl=y',  379.  j8o. 
tales.  395.  l^' 
hislortcE,  411. 
criticism  433. 
philosophy,  450,  451. 
scientific  work,  473. 
Voyages  A  la  Lune  el  au  Seleil,  196, 
Voyage  aulour  de  ma  Ckambre,  406. 
Voyage  de  Charlemagne  i  Constanli- 

na//*,  17,40, 
Voyage  dujeunt  Auackarsu,  399, 

Wace  (r.  1130-1174),  tronv4re,6i. 
William  of  Lorris,  set  Lorris. 
William  Marshall,  Earl  of  Pembroke, 

chronicle  of,  01. 
WUliam  IX.,  Count  of  Poictieis(ioio 

-1090),  troubadour,  14,  16. 
William  of  Tudela  {13th  cent ),  poet, 

16. 
William  of  Tyre  (d.  1119),  histoilan. 
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